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Current Topics. 


Polls at the Law Society. 

THE RESOLUTION introducing the new and convenient mode of 
voting by papers was carried at the meeting of the Law Society 
on Friday in last week. The President intimated that the cost 
of a poll would not be far short of £100, so it is to be hoped 
that this method will be reserved for important questions. 


‘* The New Old Bailey.” 

THERE appears to be some pause in the praises which have 
been bestowed on the new building which is henceforth to be 
appropriated to the sittings of the Central Oriminal Court, and 
complaints are now h about the size of the separate courts, 
their acoustic properties, the ventilation, and the accommodation 
in the robing room. To provide a suitable robing room for the 
bar ought surely to be a matter of little expense or difficulty. A 
robing room, like other dressing rooms, ought to be well 
lighted, and it would be well if, in addition to the ordinary 
conveniences for robing and unrobing, it were furnished with a 
writing table and chairs. A small robing room in the old 
courts at Westminster, known as “‘Salter’s,” was for many 
years used by Sir Harpineg Girraap, Sir Onantes Russet, 
and Sir F. Locxwoop, together with a number of other eminent 
practitioners, who were apparently satisfied with a room which 
can hardly have been more commodious than that which is now 
at the disposal of those who practise in the Central Criminal 
Court. 


Action for Disturbance of Market. 

A case of much local interest has just come before the Third 
Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine. It is an action by the 
association of the official dealers in watercresses in the market 
of Paris known as “Les Halles.” The association consists of 
sixty-eight members who, in consideration of a fixed payment 
on the quantity of the cresses which they bring into the market, 
have the exclusive right to sell them on the pavement within 
the market. They upon an average one thousand baskets 
of their commodity every night. They complain of the com- 
petition to which they are from small unlicensed dealers 
in the adjoining streets, which they regard as an unlawful 
interference with their rights. The action bears some points of 
resemblance to that in the note to 2 Saunders’ Rep. 116, where 
the dippers at Tunbridge Wells, twelve in number, joined in an 
action against a person who exercised the business of a dipper, 
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not being duly appointed, and disturbed the plaintiffs therein. 
The Court of Common Pleas considered that the action was well 
brought, and we see no reason why a similar judgment should 
not be given by the French court. 


Foreign Tags. 


WE HEARTILY agree with a correspondent who writes to 
deprecate the use in drafts of a certain Latin scrap or tag. 
According to our own experience the use of the words “ inter 
alia” has increased of late. They were always favourites with 
the articled clerk, who probably fancied they gave a classical 
air to his singular productions; but they seem to have been 
adopted of late to some extent by experienced draftsmen. Why 
they should be preferred to the precisely equivalent plain 
English ‘‘ among other things” we find it hard to understand, 
except on the principle of the index to a law book which 
gave the heading “‘ Married woman: see feme covert.” We are 
not, however, so clear as our correspondent that the use of the 
words ‘‘ en ventre sa mére’’ can be dispensed with in reports and 
treatises. It has come to be the recognized expression for a 
certain state of things, and we doubt whether there would be 
any advantage in substituting an English expression, even if a 
decent equivalent could be found. Our correspondent’s sugges- 
tion of “unborn living child” will hardly do. The child en 
ventre sameére is not, properly speaking, living, but with regard 
to the construction of certain gifts, and in certain circumstances, 
it is deemed to be “living,’’ while in other circumstances it is 


not deemed to be “living.” 


The Scottish Law of Landlord and Tenant. 


THE case of Camerons v. Youngs, decided by the Court of 
Session of Scotland on the 26th of January, is a good illustration 
of the contrast between the law of landlord and tenant in different 

arts of the same island. With regard to England, it is laid 
own on the highest authority that there is no implied warranty, 
on the lease of an unfurnished house, that it is or shall be 
reasonably fit for habitation. This law was laid down by judges 
who, there is good reason to believe, lived themselves in 
insanitary houses, and would have been amazed at the thought 
of an action against a landlord for the insanitary state of a house. 
We should hardly have thought that there would have been 
any difference between the ancient law of Scotland and that of 
-England in this respect. But it appears that, by the Scottish 
law, it is an implied term of the contract of location that the 
subject let is to be maintained in tenantable condition, and that, 
when a house occupied by a tenant becomes insanitary or other- 
wise dangerous and unfit for occupation, the tenant may treat 
the contract as broken, and will be entitled to compensation for 
the expense to which he has been put in finding another 
residence. In Camerons v. Youngs a tenant brought an action 
ainst his landlord for loss and injury caused to him through 
iliness occasioned by the insanitary state of the house, alleging 
that he had repeatedly complained of disagreeable smells and 
dampness in the house to the defendants, who promised to have 
certain repairs executed and also to have the house inspected, 
but did nothing; that the plaintiff then looked for another 
house, but before he was able to find one was attacked by 
typhoid fever. A defence that the action was irrelevant, the 
plaintiff having stayed on with knowledge of the danger, was 
overruled by the court, as there was no sufficient evidence that 
he had undertaken to relieve the landlord of his obligation, and 
he was warranted in remaining for such a time as was reasonable 
to admit of the landlord fulfilling his obligation. The laws of 
England and Scotland have been assimilated in many respects, 
and there seems to be no reason, having regard to the improve- 
ments in drainage, why the principle of the decision to which we 
have referred should not extend to English householders. 


Estate Duty on Appointed Funds. 


Ir woutp seem about time that either the Court of Appeal or 
the Legislature determined what is the effect of the provision as 
to the incidence of estate duty in section 9 (1) of the Finance 
Act, 1894. Itis there enacted that “a rateable part of the estate 
duty on an estate, in proportion to the value of any property 
which does not pass to the executor as such, shall be a first charge 





on the property in respect of which the duty is leviable.” Where 
a testator exercises a general power of appointing property, 
does the appointed property go to the executor as such, so that 
the estate duty has to be paid by the executor out of the 
residuary estate, or does it go to the executor in some other 
capacity than simply as executor, so that the estate duty falls 
upon the appointed property? Upon this questioa there have 
now been seven decisions by judges of first instance—three in 
favour of the former view, and four in favour of the latter. 
The former three are Re Moore (Bucxtey, J., 1901, 1 Ch. 691), 
Re Dizon (Bucktey, J., 1902, 1 Ch. 248), and Re Fearnsides 
(Swinren Eapy, J., 1903, 1 Ch. 250). The latter four are 
Re Treasure (Kexewicn, J., 1900, 2 Ch. 648), Re Maddock 
(Kexewicn, J., 1901, 2 Ch. 372), Re Power (Byrne, J., 1901, 
2 Ch. 659), and the recent decision of Warrineron, J., in 
Re Dodson (1907, 1 Ch. 284). The chief argument in favour 
of the former view is that, since the fund is liable in the first 
instance to the testator’s debts, the executor, who has to pay 
those in his character of executor, takes the fund also in that 
character. The argument in favour of the latter view is that, 
under the old law of probate duty—that is, prior to 23 Vict. c. 
15—appointed funds were not treated as passing to the executor 
as executor, and were not liable to probate duty; and further 
that, under the — established by Hoskins’ Trusts (6 Ch. D. 
281), the executor takes the appointed fund as trustee for the 
appointees, though subject to liability of the fund to debts. 
It is not surprising perhaps that in the recent case WARRINGTON, 
J., did not attempt further argument, but contented himself 
with adopting the judgment of Byrne, J., in Re Power (supra). 
For the present, therefore, that side of the question may be said 
to hold the field, and the estate duty on the appointed fund is 


payable out of that fund. 


The Court of Appeal. 

THE MEMORANDUM on the Judicature (Court of Appeal) Bill 
which has been prepared by the General Council of the Bar, and 
extracts from which we print elsewhere, is a strong protest against 
the proposed expedient for enabling the Court of Appeal to gat 
abreast of its work. Under section 12 of the Judicature Act, 18735, 
three judges of that court must sit when a final order is to be 
made; two are sufficient for an interlocutory order. Sincs 
the date of that statute the Court of Appeal has had its 
business largely increased by the inclusion of motions for new 
trials, of practice appeals, and of appeals from the county courts 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. The natural 
effect of this increase of work, without any consequent increase 
of judges, has been to make a large accumulation of arrears a 
normal feature in the appeal cause lists. Instead of recognizing 
the appropriate remedy, the Legislature has attempted various 
makeshift expedients. By the Judicature Act, 1899, provision 
was made for the hearing of appeals before two judges in cases 
where a previous consent was filed, but this only aimed at the 
continuous sitting of the two divisions of the Court; it did not 
provide for an additional tribunal. An attempt in this direction 
was made in 1902, and by the Judicature Act of that year the 
Court of Appeal was enabled to sit in three divisions. If suitors 
had oes: I filed the necessary consents, so as to enable two- 


judge lists to be kept always ready, the two Acts, taken together, 
would have enabled the six ordinary judges of the court to form 
three tribunals. But the Bar Council point out that practically no 
advantage has been taken of the provisions of the Act of 1899, 
and it follows that the court has only on rare occasions been able 


to sit in three divisions. The —_ Bill proposes, in effect, to 
remove the safeguards provided by the Act of 1899 and to make 
it compulsory. This means the normal reduction of the tribunal 
from three judges to two, and whether the reduction would be 
permanent or only temporary would, of course, depend on the 
state of business. To this reduction the Bar Council take excep- 
tion. ‘The council are of opinion that, by reducing the 
number of judges responsible for its decisions, the prestige and 
authority of the court will be seriously impaired.” Two alterna- 
tives are suggested, each requiring an increase in the judicial 
staff. One is to increase the number of judges in the Uourt of 
Appeal, so as to enabie it to sit in three divisions of three 
judges each, and to transfer to that tribunal the appellate work 
which js still left in the King’s Bench Division.. This would 











107- 


Where 
»perty, 
so that 
of the 
» other 
y falls 
» have 
ree in 
latter. 
691), 
rnsides 
ir are 
laddock 
1901, 
J., in 
favour 
e first 
Oo pay 
n that 
| that, 
‘ict. c. 
ecutor 
urther 
ih. DB: 
or the 
debts. 
GTON, 
mself 
upra). 
9 said 
ind is 








) Bill 
r, and 
rainst 
0 gat 
1875, 
to be 
Sines 
d its 
‘new 
ourts 
itural 
rease 
ars a 
izing 
rious 
rision 
cases 
t the 
1 not 
ction 
r the 
Litors 
two- 
‘ther, 
form 
ly no 
1899, 
able 
ct, to 
make 
yunal 
id be 
n the 





March 30, 1907. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


,Vol. 51.) 353 








allow of the town and circuit work of that division being carried 
on without continual dislocation. The other alternative is to 
relieve the Court of Appeal of the extra business which has 
been imposed on it by recent legislation and to remit it to the 
King’s Bench Division, the number of judges in that division 
being correspondingly increased. Either of these courses is 
preferable to that proposed by the present Bill, but we imagine 
that the latter would meet with more favour. 


The Thaw Trial. 


Wuatever may be the result of the long-drawn-out trial of 
Tuaw in New York, the case is a scandal of the first magnitude, 
and a terrible blot upon the legal procedure of the United 
States. We cannot but feel that the weakest judge on our 
bench would have long ago found a way of bringing the ques- 
tion to the verdict of the jury; and of putting an end to the 
mass of irrelevancies imported into the case, and to the long 
arguments in which every rule as to the admissibility of 
evidence has been distorted beyond the bounds of absurdity. 
A comparison between this trial and the recent trial of 
the murderer of Mr. Wuiretey is irresistible, and has been 
made in many newspapers. In each case a wealthy and 
prominent man was shot dead in a public place in the 
presence of many witnesses. In neither case was any defence 
possible, except one founded on the mental condition of the 
accused. In each case it was contended that the prisoner, 
although sane before and after the commission of the deed of 
violence, was insane at the moment of committing it. But the case 
of Rayvyer, the poor man, occupied some five hours in all, though 
he was defended with great ability, and everything was done on 
his bebalf which could and ought to have been done ; while in the 
case of Tuaw, the millionaire, it is difficult so say when the trial 
will end. In Tuaw’s case many long days were spent in 
selecting a jury—in Rayner’s case there does not seem to have 
been a solitary challenge. The question of mental responsibility 
for criminal acts is one upon which the legal and medical pro- 
fession have long disagreed. The legal profession, as a rule, 
still support the tests laid down for their guidance in Mac- 
NaGHTEN’s case. The medical profession seem to be fast 
approaching the point of asserting that every crime is due to 
mental disease. Sudden, and (in a sense) uncontrollable, out- 
bursts of temper may occur in a very large proportion of man- 
kind. They are phenomena with which our criminal courts are 
well acquainted, and with which they have had to deal from the 
earliest times. There are probably few men whose tempers are 
not liable to be excited to a dangerous extent if the provocation 
is sufficiently great. How is the absence of power to control the 
actions to be distinguished from absence of desire to control 
them? In both the recent trials we have heard a good deal of 
“brain storm” or ‘‘ mental explosion.” These, however, seem 
only to be new names for the old and well-known thing. Oan 
anyone conceive a greater danger to society than an authori- 
tative judicial admission that a man may be excused from 
the consequences of his act of violence on the ground that he 
was so angry that he could not restrain himself? That, how- 
ever, seems to be the inevitable conclusion of the contentions 
lately put forward by eminent medical men. If their opinions 
are to be accepted, what is to be done with the criminal? Is he 
to be let loose on society until his next “explosion,” or is he to 
be punished? Or is an intermediate course to be pursued of 
medical treatment? If the last suggestion is the correct one, 
how is such a course of treatment to be distinguished from 
punishment in the case of a man who was and has been perfectly 
normal before and since his act of violence ? 


Bankruptcy and Agreed Accounts for Costs. 


In GENERAL, where there is the relation of debtor and creditor, 
and an account has been stated and a balance agreed, this 
precludes any further inquiry into the accounts, and commercial 
transactions would be reduced to a state of great uncertainty if 
it were not so. But the recent case of Re Van Laun (ante, p. 344) 
shews that the rule cannot be relied on by a solicitor as regards 
an agreed balance due for costs if he finds it necessary to prove 
for the amount in the bankruptcy of his client. In that case a 
solicitor had been employed by the bankrupt in numerous 





matters, and had collected large sums for him. At various 
times the solicitor furnished the client with cash accounts 
shewing his receipts and payments, and the accounts were 
balanced. On each occasion the solicitor produced his draft 
bill of costs, and the client went through it and agreed-the 
amount due. This was then debited against him in the cash 
account, and the client signed a memorandum at the foot of 
the account stating that he agreed it. ack time, also, he 
requested the solicitor not to furnish a detailed bill of costs. In 
January, 1905, the account then agreed shewed a large balance 
due to the solicitor, and the client gave security for it by a 
mortgage, in which he covenanted to pay the ascertained amount 
then due and also all other sums to become due for business 
transacted for him, and charged therewith substantially the 
whole of his property. The account was again agreed in ~ 
August, 1905, when £6,326 was found to be due to the solicitor. 
Upon the bankruptcy of the client in 1906 the solicitor lodged 
a proof for this amount and also for subsequent costs, and 
claimed to have the £6,326 admitted without further evidence 
as upon an account stated; but the trustee required the 
items in the various accounts which had been agreed to be 
vouched, and details given of the sums charged for costs. In this 
requirement he has been supported both by Brenam, J., and by the 
Court of Appeal. The Master of the Rolls, after referring to the 
relation between solicitor and client, which he described as “‘ one 
of the most fiduciary relations known to the law,” and one that 
made it extremely difficult for the solicitor to rely on such a 
mortgage as that given in the present case, pointed out that the 
trustee was in a different ition from the debtor, and that, 
er the general body of creditors, he was entitled to 
behind the covenant and the accounts, and to satisfy 
himself that the debt, as claimed by the solicitor, did in fact 
exist. To this it does not seem that any reasonable exception 
can be taken. The decision, the Master of the Rolls was careful 
to point out, did not prejudice the ultimate allowance of the 
amount claimed. It only required that further proof of it should 
be given. The possibility of such a result should be remem- 
bered when accounts are agreed with a client whose financial 
position is at all suspicious, and care should be taken to 
preserve all necessary means of proof. 


Trial by Judge with Assessors. 


In « case recently tried at the Birmingham Assizes, Mr. . 
Justice Watton made some observations on the trial of cases 
with expert witnesses—a subject to which we have previously 
referred. The case was begun with a special jury, but as the 
chief point in dispute was whether a delivery of aluminium 
scrap was equal to sample, it was agreed that the learned judge 
should inspect the delivery and compare it with the sample, with 
the assistance of two experts representing the parties, thus 
doing away with the necessity of calling numerous experts on 
both sides. Watroy, J., in giving judgment for the defendants, 
spoke of the expediency of encouraging, and of his desire to 
encourage, the method of trial by a judge with the assistance of 
assessors in a case like the foregoing one. It was no doubt 
difficult, he said, to bring it about unless both parties 
because the rules of court were not very satisfactory. In the 
case before him assessors would be able to judge better than 
himself because of their expert knowledge, and that course would 
also have been cheaper and more expeditious. He was not 
advocating such a method because it would be more con- 
venient for the court, but because such a method of trial was 
much better for the parties. Assessors did away with the 
necessity of calling a number of experts on each side. It 
was said that it was difficult to get an assessor who would 
have the confidence of both parties by reason of the trade con- 
nection which the most experienced men would have; but he 
could not help thinking that it would not be hard to find in the 

t commercial centres men whose integrity would be accepted 
y all parties. These observations are deserving of the most 
careful consideration. It is well known that the French 
procedure with regard to experts is common to both the civil 
and commercial courts, though it is much more a 
resorted to in the commercial court than in the civil court, 4 
the investigation is usually conducted by special experts officially 
attached to each of these courts. . 
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Effect of Statutory Grant of Freehold in Possession. 

Wirn rErerence to Mr. Sweet’s letter in a recent issue, in 
which he refers to the operation of the statutory “ grant” under 
section 2 of the Real Property Act, 1845, it may be of some 
interest to point out two other statutory methods of evading the 
necessity for livery of seisin which have been adopted in the 
British dominions where the English common law is in force. 
In New South Wales a deed of “‘ release”’ is made “as effectual 
as if the releasing parties” had executed a lease for a year, 
‘although no such lease or bargain and sale has been 
executed”: Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1898 
No. 17), s. 32; the Statute of Uses is in force in New South 

ales, but not the Statute of Inrolments, and freehold land does 
not lie in grant, as in England. In New Zealand the legal 
estate cannot ‘‘pass by a covenant to stand seised, or by any 
contract for the sale and purchase of land, or by livery of 
seisin,” but “land and the possession thereof ’’ may be conveyed 
by a deed in statutory form, the operative word in which is 
convey” (Property Law Act, 1905 (No. 36), ss. 38, 42, 
Schedule 1); freehold land, however, does not lie in grant, and 
neither the Statute of Uses nor the Statute of Inrolments are in 
force, the former having been expressly repealed in 1905. 


The Criminal Appeal Bill, 1906. 

In tHE Annual Statement of the General Council of the Bar, 
just issued, there is a report upon the Criminal Appeal Bill, in 
which attention is called to the fact that the Bill will cast a 
greatly increased burden upon private prosecutors, who will 
shrink from the possibilities of a second trial, and it is suggested 
that every second trial shall be at the instance and expense of 
the State. The Council also consider that an official shorthand 
note of the proceedings of every criminal trial should be 
imperative. ere is much to be said for both of these sugges- 
tions, but they would add considerably to the law charges of the 
Government. A “long firm” prosecution, lasting through a 
week, and requiring the attendance of witnesses from remote 

of the country, means a heavy bill of costs, and we think 
it would be good policy for those interested in the foregoing 
suggestions to proceed by steps, and to begin by asking for the 
official shorthand-writer’s note. This note would be of much 
value to those who have to advise as to whether an application 
should be made for a new trial, or whether there should be an 
appeal to the clemency of the Crown. There are also numerous 
sees for the provision of such a note in the practice of 
oreign and colonial courts. 








Child Ax Ventre Sa Mere. 


Tue decision of the House of Lords in Villar v. Gilbey (ante, p. 
$41), reversing that of the Court of Appeal (1906, 1 Ch. 583), 
and restoring the decision of Swinrgzn Eapy, J. (1905, 2 Ch. 301), 
brings back the doctrine as to the effect of limitations in a deed 
or will, where there is a child en ventre sa mére at the time when 
the limitation should operate, to the position asserted by Lord 
Westsvry, O., in Blasson v. Blasson (2 De G. J. & 8.665): “ The 
fiction or indulgence of the law which treats the unborn child as 
actually born applies only for the purpose of enabling the unborn 
child to take a benefit which, if born, it would be entitled to, 
and it is limited to cases where ‘de commodis ipsius partus 
queritur.’” 

From a dy in the judgment of Eyre, O.J., in Doe v. 
Clarke (2 H. Bl. 399) it would appear that a child on ventre sa 
mére is “living” within the ordinary meaning of that word. 
There lands were devised to the testator’s brother for life, and 
after his decease to such of his children as should be living at 
the time of his decease. ‘It is plain,” said the Lord Chief 
Justice, ‘‘ on the words of the will, that the testator meant that 
all the children whom his brother should leave behind him should 
be benefited ; but independent of this intention I hold that an 
infant en ventre sa mére, who by the course and order of nature is 
then living, comes clearly within the description of children 
‘living at the time of my decease.’” But Boxzer, J., rested 


the construction upon the ground of benefit to the infant. “It 
seems,” he said, ‘‘ now settled that an infant en ventre sa mére 





shall be considered, generally speaking, as born for all pur 

for his own benefit,” and he referred with approval to the follow- 
ing statement in Warxus’ Law of Descents, then recently 
published. “It is now laid down as a fixed principle that 
wherever such consideration would be for his benefit, a child en 
ventre sa mére shall be considered as absolutely born.” 

The judgment of Buiuse, J., seems to assume that “ living ” 
and “‘ born” have the same effect for the present purpose, though, 
as just pointed out, it is much easier to hold that a child en ventre 
sa mere is living than that he is born. In fact, the two words 
have been placed on the same footing, and Lord Chief Justice 
Eyre’s view that a child en ventre sa mére is living within the 
ordinary meaning of the word has not been adopted. “It is,” 
said Lxacu, vc, in Trower v. Butts (1 8S. & S. 181), “now 
fully settled that a child on ventre sa mére is within the intention 
of a gift to children /iving at the death of a testator—not because 
such child (and especially in the early stages of conception) can 
strictly be considered as answering the description of a child 
living, but because the potential existence of such a child places 
it plainly within the reason and motive of the gift”; and he 
concluded: ‘I am of opinion that, inasmuch as it is adopted, as 
a rule of construction, that a child en ventre sa mére is within the 
intention of a gift to children living at the death of a testator, 
because plainly within the reason and motive of the gift, soa 
child en ventre sa mére is to be considered within the intention of 
a gift to children born in the lifetime of a testator, because it is 
equally within the reason and motive of the gift.” 

A particular example of a child en ventre sa mére being treated 
as born occurs in the application of the rule against perpetuities. 
In Long v. Blackall (7 T. R., 100) it was held that for the purpose 
of that rule a child en ventre sa mére was to be treated as a 
living child, and the doctrine was recently affirmed by the Court 
of Appeal in Re Wilmer (1908, 2 Ch. 411). In that case lands 
were devised by a testatrix who died in October, 1880, upon 
trust for her daughter for life, and then, in the events that 
happened, for her third son for life, with remainder to his first 
and other sons successively in tail male. At the death of the 
testatrix the daughter was pregnant of a third son who was born 
in February, 1881. The daughter died in 1886, and the son, on 
his coming of age in 1902, was advised that the remainders after 
his life estate were void for remoteness, and, upon the assump- 
tion that he was entitled to an estate tail, he executed a dis- 
entailing assurance. It was held, however, by Buoxtey, J., 
and the Court of Appeal that, for the purpose of the rule 
against perpetuities, the son was to be treated as born at the 
time of the testator’s death, so that the limitations in remainder 
were good. “We have to inquire.” said Srieune, L.J., 
“whether the plaintiff, who under the limitations takes for life, 
was in existence at the testatrix’s death. If he was in existence 
the subsequent limitations are valid. The answer is that he 
was in existence, for a child en ventre sa mére is for the purpose 
of the rule against perpetuities to be treated as a life in being.” 

The question raised in the present case of Villar v. Gilbey was 
not concerned with the rule against perpetuities, but with the 
construction of a qualification placed upon estates limited by a 
will. By the will of a testator who died in 1854 land was 
devised to his brother for life, with remainder to the brother’s 
son, A., for life, and to his sons and then his daughters in tail, 
with remainder to his brother’s son B. for life, and then 
similarly to his children in tail. In default of such issue, the 
limitations were in favour of the other sons of the brother 
successively and the heirs of their bodies, subject to a proviso 
that any other son born in the testator’s lifetime should not take 
a larger interest than for life. A third son, C., was born within 
a month of the testator’s death. A. died in 1879 and B. in 
1903, both without having had issue. ©. became bankrupt in 
1882, and in 1905 the official receiver, who was then the trustee 
of his estate, purported to bar the entail and to convey the 
estate to a purchaser in fee simple. The question in the present 
case was whether the proviso in the will reducing to a life 
estate the estates tail of sons after A. and B. who were born in 
the testator’s lifetime operated in the case of O. Swivrew 


Eapy, J., held that the word “ born” was to be taken in its - 


ordinary meaning, and consequently that the qualification did 
not take effect. He admitted that OC. ought to be treated as born 
in the testator’s lifetime if it were a question of his thereby 
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taking an estate, and also if it were a question of the application 
of the rule against perpetuities. But, neither of these questions 
arising, he was at liberty to go by the language of the will. 
‘‘T have only to consider what the testator meant. Did he mean 
actually born in his lifetime, or did he mean born in his lifetime 
or in due time after his death? In my opinion, he meant 
exactly what he said, and there is no rule of law compelling me 
to hold that by the phrase ‘ born in his lifetime’ he included 
a child not born in his lifetime, but three weeks after his 
death.” 

In the Court of Appeal a wider view was taken of the rule 
of construction which extends the phrase in question to a child 
en ventre sa mere at the time of the testator’s death. After 
enumerating the various circumstances under which the rule 
had been applied, Romer, L.J., observed that they were not to 
be treated as isolated instances, but that there must be some 
general underlying principle, and further that this was not 
restricted to cases where the application of the rule was for 
the benefit of the child. ‘‘ What, then,” he said, “is the 
general underlying principle? The full extent of it may be 
matter of doubt. But I am driven to the conclusion, from a 
consideration of the many varied circumstances I have referred 
to above, that the principle at any rate goes to this extent— 
that prima facie, in the absence of sufficiently weighty con- 
siderations to the contrary, for the purposes of devolution 
of property in connection with intestacies or wills, no 
distinction ought to be drawn between a child born at a par- 
ticular time and a child at that time en ventre sa mére and 
subsequently born alive.” Lord Wesrsury’s decision in 
Blasson vy. Blasson (supra) was against this generalization, but 
the Court of Appeal treated that case as outside the line of 
the authorities and declined to follow the proposition laid down 
in it, though Cozens-Harpy, L.J., suggested, as had previously 
been done by Curry, J., in Re Burrows (1895, 2 Ch. 497), that 
the decision might perhaps be supported upon the particular 
words—‘‘ born and living ”’—there used. 

It has now been held by the House of Lords that this 
generalization of the rule in question is erroneous, and that so 
far as regards the construction of limitations, Lord Wxsrsury's 
restriction of the rule to cases where its application is for the 
benefit of the child is correct. Apart from the construction of 
particular limitations, there are, as Lord Lorgsurn, C., pointed 
out, cases where the law treats the child en ventre sa mére as 
already born. He is protected by the law, and may even be 
party to an action. In computing lives for the purpose of the 
rule against perpetuities he is to be taken as actually living. 
And under the old law, which treated a will made before mar- 
riage as revoked by marriage and the subsequent birth of a 
child, it made no difference whether the child was actually born 
before the father’s death or was still en ventre sa mére at that time: 
Doe v. Lancashire (5 T. R. 49). But these rules of law, the Lord 
Chancellor observed, did not affect the construction of words 
used by a testator in making a disposition of his property. Such 
words must primd facie bear their ordinary meaning, and the 
only ground for departing from it and ascribing to them a forced 
meaning is that the intention of the testator will be thereby 
carried out—that is, that such a child is in fact, as it was put in 
Trower v. Butts (supra), within the motive of the gift. The same 
idea was expressed by Lord Wzsrsury in Blasson v. Blasson 
(supra), when he spoke of the construction as being limited to 
cases where it was necessary for the benefit of the child. In 
this latter form the rule has now been adopted by the House of 
Lords. And since in the present case the non-natural construc- 
tion was opposed to the interest of the child, it was rejected. 








On the 22nd inst. the Royal Assent was given by Commission to the 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill. 


In the House of Commons, last week, Mr. Pickersgill’s motion, ‘‘ that 
the present powers of committing to prison for non-payment of a debt 


ought to be restricted,”” was agreed to. The Solicitor-General said that 
further information was desirable before they attempted to frame ° 
tion dealing with this matter. All the considerations pointed to a little 
further inquiry before an attempt was made to frame any Bill upon the 
subject, and he suggested that possibly a Select Committee would be the 
best way of carrying out an inquiry, The Government regarded the 
object in view sympathetically. 





Reviews. 


International Law. 


INTERNATIONAL Law As INTERPRETED DURING THE Rysso- 
JAPANESE War. By F. E. Smirn, M.P., MA., B.C.L, and 
N. W. Srsrzy, B.A., LL.M., Barristers-at-Law. Szoonp Epition, 
REVISED AND RE-sET. T. Fisher Unwin; William Clowes & Sons 
(Limited). 

The subject with which this work deals has been proved by recent 
events to be of first rate importance, and it is not surprising that a 
second edition has been so quickly called for. The time is now 
long past when any considerable quantity of prize business came 
before our courts, but in Lord Stowell’s day it was abundant 
enough, and the work of his court, we are told, was so great 
that he commenced, on one occasion, with an arrear of 800 cases. 
That great judge took a fitting view of his jurisdiction, and 
emphatically declared that the law was to be administered impartially 
as between nation and nation. ‘It is,” he said, in The Maria 
(1 C. Rob., at p. 349), “‘the duty of the person who sits here to 
determine this question exactly as he would determine the same 

uestion if sitting at Stockholm—assert no pretension on the part of 

Great Britain which he would not allow to Sweden in the same 

circumstances, and to ignore no duties on Sweden as a neutral 

country which he would not admit to belong to Great Britain in the 
same character.” There isa suspicion that this severe impartialit 
was not exercised by Russian prize courts during the recent war, 

it is to be hoped that at The Hague Conference or otherwise regu- 

lations will be introduced which will make future wars less burden- 

some to neutral nations, and also to the private property at sea of the 
belligerents themselves. The present work contains a highly interest- 
ing and useful statement of the various matters which have recently 
been in controversy, and gives full details of such incidents as the issue 
of volunteer cruisers from the Black Sea and the destruction of 
neutral vessels. The new problem which has been raised by the 
introduction of wireless telegraphy is discussed, and the necessity of 

lacing a limitation on the use of floating mines is pointed out. 

ar, indeed, as recently conducted, is a public nuisance to the world 
generally, whatever view may be taken of it as between the 
belligerents. The subject of contraband of war is very fully dealt 
with, and the chapter on international arbitration gives an account of 
the Permanent Arbitration Court at The Hague and the cases which 
have come before it. The book will advance knowl oa the 
subject of matters requiring international regulatiou, and is worth 
perusal by all who are interested in alleviating the burdens of war 
and removing causes of dispute. 








Correspondence. 


Foreign Tags. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I have often wondered why we lawyers ist in the use of 
foreign tags in our deeds and text-books. For instance, how fre- 
quently one comes across the words ‘‘ inter alia” in conveyances. 
Surely it is much neater to use our own language and say ‘‘ am 
other things.” Besides, the phrase is then understandable by “ the 
man in the street ”—a powerful nowadays. 

Then, again, we refer to an unborn living child as a child en ventre 
aa mére (Villar v. Gilbey). Is it delicacy which prompts one to dis- 
uise one’s meaning by using a foreign tongue? I confess that the 
iteral translation of the phrase is not elegant; but why not ‘“‘unborn . 
living child ” ? 

I contend that our own to is adequate to express all that a 
lawyer can require of it; why then resort to scraps and tags of 
foreign vg ned H. H. StockDALE Ross. 

Worthing, 23. 


[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Eb, S.J.) 








The Law Society’s Postal Polls. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 
Sir,—The inconvenience of a personal poll recently proved so 
obvious that more than one member made proposals at the “ye 
meeting for taking a poll of the society by post. The Council i 
took up the idea, and week proposed a new bye-law which in its 
result makes the position of country members worse than before, for 
it obviates the inconvenience of personal ye abolishing 
all polls. Hitherto, as on the occasion of the special meeting, a 








poll could be demanded by any member. Now twenty members must 
sign a requisition immediately in the meeting itself—an obvious 
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impossibility. If, however, the meeting should give a vote hostile 
to the Council or to the chairman’s opinion, he can declare a poll 
there and then. Yet this precaution on behalf of the Council is a pure 
superfluity, for already no resolution of a general meeting is valid 
unless confirmed by the Council or a subsequent meeting! And for 
the chairman to have the power of demanding a poll changes him 
from an independent and impartial officer into a mere partizan, 
notwithstanding Mr. Attlee’s indignation at the suggestion. Indeed, 
his own conduct in the chair is an apt illustration how objectionable 
it is for a chairman to propose argumentative resolutions. Imagine 
the Speaker of the House of Commons becoming the mouthpiece of 
the Government when proposing new rules of procedure. 

Twenty signatures are now needed for a poll, an obvious absurdity, 
since a quorum of a general meeting is but twenty. Evidently this 
was overlooked by the framers of the bye-law, although Mr. Attlee 
talked of the ‘‘ interdependence” of the bye-laws and deprecated 
discussion on the ground that they had been ‘‘ settled by counsel’’! 

W. P. W. PHILLIMORE. 

124, Chancery-lane, March 26. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


ASSHETON SMITH v. OWEN. 25th and 26th Feb. ; 18th March. 


Harsour —“ Port’’— Dves on Vessers LoapinG in THE Port—Port or 
Carnakvon—‘* WitHin THE Limits OF THE SAID Port’’—CARNARVON 
Haxrpovur Acts, 1793 (33 Geo. 3, c. cxxut.), 8. 16; anp 1809 (49 Geo. 3, 
c. xxtv.), ScHEDULE A, 


Under two private Acts passed in 1703 and 1809 the predecessors of the appel- 
lants were authorized to construct a dock or quay known as Port Dinorwic, which 
was within the area covered by the Port of Carnarvon, for the purpose of loading 
and unloading vessels taking slate from certain quarries belonging to the appellants. 
Up to a few years ago the appellants or their predecessors paid dues to the trustees 
of the Port of Carnarvon. The appellants, however, claimed that their dock was 
not wethin the ‘‘ limits of the Port of Carnarvon,’’ and that rates and dues ought 
not to have been paid and were not now payable. 

Held, dismissing the appeal, that the decision of the Court of Appeal, deciding 
against the appellants’ contention was right and must be affirmed. 


Appeal by the plaintiffs against an order of the Court of Appeal affirming 
a decision of Kekewich, J. (reported 1906, 1 Ch. 179). The question in the 
case was the meaning to be given to the words ‘‘the port of Carnarvon”’ 
under the Carnarvon Harbour Acts whereby the trustees of the Carnarvon 
Harbour Trust were empowered to levy certain rates and dues in respect of 
vessels loading or unloading “ within the limits of the port of Carnarvon.’ 
The question arose in reference to Port Dinorwic, situated in a village of 
that name on the Menai Straits, about four miles north of Carnarvon, so 
as to make vessels loading at Dinorwic liable to pay dues to the trustees 
of the Carnarvon Harbour Trust, under section 16 of the Carnarvon 
Harbour Act, 1793. These docks and quays were constructed at Dinorwic 
on land which was above high water mark at the date of the Act of 1793, 
but by artificial means the sea was admitted to the docks. Kekewich, J., 
held these docks to be within the limits of the port of Carnarvon 
within the meaning of the Act, and his decision was affirmed by 
the Court of Appeal. The plaintiffs were the tenants for life of the 
estate on which the docks had been constructed, and certain other 

ms. The docks were constructed for the purpose of loading vessels 

with slate obtained from the quarries belonging to the tenant for 

life, and the issue to be decided was whether these vessels loading slate at 

the docks and unloading cargo which they had collected at the ports 

where the slate was discharged were liable to pay dues to the trustees of 

. the Carnarvon Harbour Trust. The case was argued some time ago and 
judgment reserved. 

Lord Lorexvry, O., in giving judgment, said the main question raised 
was whether or not Port Dinorwic and certain docks, quays, and wharves 
‘there situated were ‘‘ within the limits of the Port of Carnarvon’’ as 
defined in the private Acts of 1793 and 1809. It was admitted that rates 
and dues had been paid for a long series of years by the late Mr. Assheton 
Smith and his predecessors in title upon the footing that the places in 
question were within the port. It was argued that in cases of doubt the 
court ought to consider the benefits bestowed by the Act in return for the 
taxation, and to measure the incidence of the tax by the extent of the 
benefit. If there was a doubt here the argument, he thought, was against 
the appellants. The entire area of the fiscal port derived benefit from 
the works and services provided for in those two private Acts, the 
execution and maintenance of which was in part, at all events, made 
possible by the tax which the appellants sought to escape while reaping 
ite fruits. The appellants’ contention was that the loading and unloading 
at a dock constructed by excavation by the appellants’ predecessors in title 
on places where there was in 1809 dry land was not loading and unloadin 
within the port as it existed in 1809. That was not a point which wal 
seriously be argued. Ifa frontager on the Thames chose to excavate some 
hundred of feet long and some fifty feet deep of his frontage backward 
from the river and constructed a quay there, he could not claim that in 
loading and unloading he was outside the Port of London. Yet that was 
the logical conclusion of the appellants’ argument. These places must be 
in some port, and that port was the Port of Carnarvon. He therefore 

moved that the appeal should be dismissed with costs. 

















Lords AsHrourng, MacnaGuTen, and Arkrnson concurred. Appeal dis- 
missed.—Counset, P. Ogden Lawrence, K.C., Danckwerts, K.C., Bryn 
Roberts, and A. F. Peterson; Warmington, K.O., and Montgomery. 
Soticitors, Hasties, for Carter, Vincent, § Co., Carnarvon ; Rooke ¢ Sons, for 
C. A. Jones, Carnarvon. 

[Reported by Easxine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


MALONE v. LASKEY AND ANOTHER. No. 1. 20th March, 


Neciicence— Premises Out or Reparrn—Owner Executinc Reparrs— 
Liapiuity FoR Damace Cavusep sy Derective Reparm— LicensEE— 
NUISANCE. 


The defendants, who were the owners of a house, let it to a tenant, who sub-let 
part toacompany. The manager of the company lived in the house with his wife, 
and they complained that a cistern in the lavatory which they used was in a dangerous 
state owing to the vibration caused by engines owned by the dzfendants upon adjoin- 
ing premises. The defendants sent their workmen and put a bracket under the 
cistern to support it. Some months afterwards the bracket gave way and fell on 
the plaintiff and injured her. In an action by her to recover damages, the jury 
found that the bracket fell by reason of the vibration of the engines, which 
amounted to a nuisance, and that the bracket was negligently put up and left ina 
dangerous condition. 

Held, that the plaintiff could not recover upon the ground of nuisance, as she had 
no proprietary or other intereat in the premises ; and that she could not recover on 
the ground of negligence, as the defendants owed no duty to her. 


Application by the defendants for judgment or a new trial in an action 
tried before Darling, J., anda jury. The plaintiff was a married woman, 
and the defendants were the trustees of the Birkbeck Permanent Benefit 
Building Society. The defendants were the owners of 44, Southampton- 
buildings, Holborn, and also of premises in the immediate neighbourhood. 
In 1899 they let 44, Southampton-buildings to Witherby & Co., a firm of 
law stationers, but did not enter into a covenant to repair. In 1901 
Witherby & Co. let part of the house to a shorthand writing company, of 
which the plaintiff's husband was manager. ‘The plaintiff’s husband lived 
with his wife and family in part of the premises so let to the company. 
‘There was a lavatory in the house, of which the plaintiff and her husband 
and family had the use, and in the lavatory there was a flush cistern fixed 
to the wall some feet above the floor. At the end of 1904 and beginning 
of 1905 the plaintiff made complaints to Witherby & Uo. of the insecure 
and dangerous condition of the cistern, and of the vibration caused by 
engines belonging to, the defendants, which were upon their adjoining 
premises, and which were used for generating electric light. Those com- 
plaints were forwarded to the defendants, and they sent their own 
plumbers to repair the cistern. The plumbers put up a bracket 
to support the cistern. In May, 1905, while the plaintiff was in 
the lavatory, the bracket fell upon and injured her. She brought 
this action, claiming damages for personal injuries, alleging that 
the cistern had been repaired in a negligent manner, and that as the 
defendants had undertaken to repair the cistern they were bound to 
repair it properly and to leave it in a safe condition, and by repairing it 
they represented that it was properly repaired, and that the lavatory might 
be safely used, whereas the cistern was left in a dangerous condition and 
in the nature of a trap likely to cause injury to a person lawfully using the 
lavatory. The plaintiff also claimed damages for nuisance, alleging that 
the injury to her was caused by the vibration of the engines which 
rendered the bracket dangerous. The following were the questions left to 
the jury, with their answers thereto: (1) Did the bracket fall by reason 
of the working of the boilers or the engines of the defendants? 
Answer.—Yes. (2) Did such working cause vibration amounting to 
a nuisance? Answer.—Yes. (3) If so, was the injury to the plaintiff 
the consequence of that? Answer.—Yes. (4) Did the defendants, when 
they put up the bracket and placed the tank upon it, do this work in an 
improper or negligent manner, and leave the apparatus in a condition 
dangerous to any one properly using the water-closet? Answer.—Yes. 
If so, was the plaintiff injured in consequence cf such action on the — 
of the defendant?—Yes. They assested the damages at £400. he 
learned judge gave judgment for the plaintiff. 

Tre Covurr (Gorett Barnes, P., and Frercner Movitron and KEnnepy, 
L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. They held that the action based upon nuisance 
would not lie, because the plaintiff had no proprietary or other interest 
in the premises. She was a mere licensee. As to the claim founded upon 
negligence, there was no contract between the plaintiff and the defendants. 
The defendants owed no duty to her. As a mere act of grace—a mere 
voluntary act—they sent their servants to repair the cistern. The 
defendants were not in control of the premises, because they had let them 
to Witherby & Co. There could not be said to have been any invitation 
on their part to the plaintiff to occupy or use the premises. It was said 
that the fact that the defendants’ workmen repaired the cistern in Jan 
1905, amounted to a representation that the lavatory might be safely 
used. Even if it could be said that there was any such representation, it 
was an innocent representation, as the defendants had sent skilled men to 
repair the cistern and had no reason to doubt that the work was properly 
done, and for an innocent representation no action lay. There must 
therefore be judgment for the defendants.—CounsEL, Arthur Powell, K.O., 
Herbert Smith, and A. Ralph Thomas ; Montague Lush, K.O., Ricardo, and @. 
Bray. Souicrrons, Wrentmore ¢ Son ; Rubinstein, Myers, § Co. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re SAUMAREZ. Ex parte THE TRUSTEE. Bigham, J. 20th March. 


Banxrurtcy—Dgep or ARRANGEMENT—REGISTRATION—DEEDS OF ARRANGR- 
meNnT Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vicr. c. 57), ss. 4, 5, 6, 19. 


A deed of arrangement for the benefit of certain creditors named therein, and 
for no others, does not require registration under the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 
1887, as a deed of arrangement for ths benefit of creditors generally. 


Motion by the trustee in bankruptcy to set aside a deed of arrangement 
for the benefit of creditors as void for want of tration. In October, 
1905, the bankrupt got into difficulties and ed a m of his 
pressing creditors, and by a memorandum executed by such creditors and 
the debtor on the 5th of October it was agreed that the creditors should 
take no proceedings against the debtor upon certain conditions, and that 
the bankrupt should hand over certain directors’ fees and other assets to a 
trustee for such creditors. On the 15th of January, 1906, a deed of 
arrangement was executed in pursuance of the memorandum of October, 
1905. It was only binding upon the creditors named therein who 
executed it, and who, according to the bankrupt’s affidavit, were his 
pressing creditors. It was not open to the tors not specified in the 
deed to come in and take the benefit of it. The debts due to the creditors 
named in the deed amounted to £6,056 17s. 7d., the only creditors 
kept out were four creditors to the amount of £60 12s. Neither the 
memorandum of agreement nor the deed were ever registered. A 
receiving order was made against the bankrupt on the 20th of September, 
1906; he was adjudicated bankrupt on the 24th of September, and a 
trustee was appointed on the 12th of October. The trustee now moved to 
set aside the deed as void because it had not been registered as required 
by the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887, ss. 5 and 6, and it was contended 
on his behalf that the deed was a deed for the benefit of ‘ creditors 
generally ’’ within sections 4 (2) and 19 of the Act. The judgment of 
Vaughan Williams, L.J., in Hedges v. Preston (80 L. T. 847) was cited as 
follows in support of the trustee’s contention: ‘‘ The object of the Act 
is that unless publicity is given to a deed of arrangement oy registration 
the deed shall be void. In dealing with such an Act of Parliament, I 
should be slow to hold that a deed was exempt from the necessity for that 
publicity because it was not for the benefit of all the creditors.”” Counsel 
for the respondents (the trustees under the deed) were not called upon. 

Bicuam, J.—This application must be dismissed. This deed purports 
to be made between the debtor and certain creditors whose names are to 
be found in the schedule thereto, and it was agreed that these were not all 
his creditors, but that, as appears from his affidavit, they were certain 
creditors who were pressing him. It cannot be said to be more than 
an assignment for the benefit of certain individuals; no other creditor 
than those named in the schedule could claim to benefit under it. 
Section 4 of the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887, provides that the Act 
shall apply to any assignment of property made by the debtor for the 
benefit of his creditors generally, and section 19 defines ‘‘ creditors 
generally ’’ as including all creditors who may assent or take the benefit 
of a deed of arrangement. It would be a perversion to say that a deed 
which on the face of it is for the benefit of certain named ms is for 
the benefit of creditors generally, and it must therefore follow that it is 
not within the Act. Section 19 defines such a deed as one including all 
creditors who may assent thereto. To this deed creditors not named 
therein cannot assent. The result of this decision may be to defeat the 
object of the Act, but that cannot be — since the Act cannot be con- 
strued otherwise. Application dismissed.—OovunsrL, Horridge, K.C., and 
Hansell ; Gore-Browne and Van Neck. Soxicrrors, Spyer § Sons; Wingfield 

Blew. 
¢ [Reported by P. M. Francxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
In the Estate of HESTER HARVEY (DECEASED). 18th March. 
Prozate—AtTTacHMENT—Conpuct Money—Covurr or Pronate Act, 1857 

(20 & 21 Vicr. c. 77), s. 26—Wi1tt—Orper to Lopce—Soricrror’s 

PRIVILEGE. 

Conduct money must be tendered to a person sought to be brought before the court 
on attachment. 

A solicitor cannot claim privilege when ordered to bring into the registry a 
testamentary paper. 

Motion was made to attach A. H. for non-compliance with an order 
under section 26 of the Court of Probate Act, 1857, which had directed him to 
attend the court in order to be examined respecting his knowledge of a 
testamentary paper. No conduct money had been tendered him. The 
case of In the Goods of Wyatt (1898, P. 15) was cited. 

Gore. Barnzs, P., said that the point had not been carefully con- 
sidered in the case cited, the person ordered to ap being in court at 
the time. In Townend v. Townend (1905, 21 T. L. Rep. 657) he had dis- 
missed a motion to attach a respondent who, after a decree of divorce, 
had disobeyed an order directing him to attend for the p of cross- 
examination as to his means, because conduct money not been 
tendered. He could not accede to the present motion to attach A. H. for 
@ similar reason. 

Application was then made that the solicitor for A. H. should be 





in the district probate registry at Bristol the will which 

had been to him by his . It was thought that the solicitor 

was willing to do as required, if an order of the court. 
Gore. Barngs, P., said that, having considered the obligation to 

in a testamentary paper dealt with by section 26, he thought the solicitor 

had no — in the matter. will belonged to the court. The 

order asked for would be ted.—CounseL, Willock. So icrrons, Pitman 

§ Sons, for F. Spofforth, tol. 

[Reported by Diasy Corzs-Paeepy, Barrister-at-Law. |} 


ordered to 1 


CHAMBERLAIN v. CHAMBERLAIN AND HARTWELL. 22nd March. 


Divonce—WiTnpRawaL or Cram ror Damaces—Norice ro Opposrre 
Partres—Pracrice. 


When no appearance has been entered by either the respondent or the co- 
respondent, against whom damages are claimed, by leave of court and without 
notice to the respondent or co-respondent the claim for es may be withdrawn 
and the case transferred from the common jury to the undefended list. [But see 
Divorce Rule 36. 


Application was made for leave to withdraw a claim for damages and to 
set ) in the undefended list a case set down in the common jury list 
for next sittings without notice to the respondent and co-respondent. No 
appearance had been entered oo the respondent or co-respondent, 
who were both in Australia. ‘The matter was urgent, as the lists for the 
next sittings closed that day. 

Buckn111, J., said that he would grant leave.—Counsz, Talbot- Ponsonby. 
Soxicrtors, Bischoff § Co. 

[Reported by Diasy Corzs-Preepy, Barrister-at-Law. | 


UNIVERSITY COLLEGE OF NORTH WALES AT BANGOR AND 
UNIVERSITY OF WALES v. TAYLOR AND OTHERS. 12th and 
18th March. 


Prosate Action—Witt—IncoreoratTion or UNatrestep Parer—Prix- 
CIPLES OF ADMISSION. 


Where there is a reference in a duly executed testamentary document to another 
testamentary document imperfectly executed, but by such terms as to make it capable 
of identification, it is necessarily a subject for the admission of parol evidence, To 
incorporate such a document in a will it is necessary that (1) the will should refer 
to the document as then in existence ; (2) there should be proof that the document 
propounded was in fact wrstten before the will was made ; and (3) there should be 
proof of the identity of such document with that referred to in the will. 


Action claiming revocation of so much of the probate granted the 25th 
of October, 1905, as included a memorandum of instructions dated the 
12th of March, 1905, alleged to have been incorporated in a will dated 
the 27th of June, 1905. The sum of £10,000 was left to each of the 
plaintiffs upon trust to invest the sum and apply the income arising from 
such investments in founding new scholarships and prizes in the testator’s 
name, ‘‘to be held upon such terms and conditions and subject to such 
rules and regulations as are contained and specified in any memorandum 
amongst my papers written or signed by me relating thereto.’*» The 
memorandum of the 12th of March was in the testator’s handwriting but 
had not been signed by him. It was found in a box among his papers 
after his death. On the 19th of June, 1905, the solicitor ved instruc 
tions for the will, and at a subsequent interview the memorandum was 
produced by and discussed with the testator. Its conditions dealt 
with the bequests to the plaintiffs, and were such as might prevent them 
taking them. 

March 18.—Gore.. Barnes, P., said that the question was substantially 
one of construction, and it was necessary to consider the princi 
involved. No case cited was really in point, save the leading case of Ailen 
v. Maddock (6 W. R. 825, 11 Moo, P. OC, 426). It was necessary that 
the document referred to in the will should be an existing documen’ 
existing at the time that the will was executed, and that it was referred to 
in such terms as to make it clear that it was the instrument referred to. 
The distinction between the admissibility of evidence to prove a 
testamentary paper and of evidence to explain its meaning should be 
noted. Direct evidence of intention, declaration of the testator by word 
or in writing, and other testimony of a similar character, was admissible 
when the will was disputed, but no such evidence could be received in 
order to explain the expressions which he had used. In construing a 
testator’s will the court was entitled and bound to place itself in the 
testator’s position with respect to his property, the objects of his + 
and every other circumstance material to the construction of the 
and in order to do so could receive | evidence of those circumstances 
and expound the testator’s : Pao ae —_ ~— 
expr m ‘among my papers ’’ was a term meant ‘ 
oumenien.” It Fh pA wont that the words ‘‘ any memorandum ”’ 
were too vague, but there was no difficulty in dealing with that argument 
when the case uf In the Goods of Stewart (3 Sw. & Tr. 192) was considered. 
In his opinion the memorandum was incorporated in the will, and the 
probate had been rightly granted and should beeontirmed. The costs of 
all parties, save those incurred by the University of Wales, who need not 
have been separately represented, would come out of the estate.—CounszL, 
Duke, K.C., den, and Bayford ; Sir D. B. Jones, K.C., Hammond- Chambers, 
K.C., and R. M. Middleton ; Barnard, K.C., Chester Jones, and G. H. Higgins ; 
Rowlatt. Soxicrrors, Lloyd-George, Roberts, § Co., for Glynne Jones, Bangor ; 
Faithfull § Owen, for Glynne Jones, Bangor ; Chester, Broome, $ , for 
Jolliffe $ Jolliffe, Chester ; Kennedy, Ponsonby, $ Ryde ; Solicitor to ‘ 

[Reported by Diapy Cores-Parepy, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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New Orders, &c. 


High Court of Justice. 
EASTER VACATION, 1907. 
Notice. 


There will be no sitting in court during the Easter Vacation. 

During the Easter Vacation, all applications ‘‘ which may require to be 
immediately or promptly heard,’’ are to be made to the Honourable Mr. 
Justice Bargrave Deane. 

Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane will act as Vacation Judge from Thursday, 
the 28th of March, to Monday, the 8th of April, both days inclusive. 

His lordship will sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on Wednesday, 
the 3rd of April. On other days within the above period, applications 
in urgent matters may be made to his lordship by post or, if necessary, 
personally. 

In the case of applications to the judge by post the brief of counsel 
should be sent addressed to the judge by book-post or parcel, prepaid, 
accompanied by office copies of the affidavits in support of the application, 
and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of 
the order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope 
capable of receiving the papers, addressed as follows :—‘‘ Chancery Official 
letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, 
Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C. 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar. 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on application at 
the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
SPECIAL GENERAL MEETING. 


A special general meeting of the Law Soziety was held at the 
society’s hall, Chancery-lane, on the 22nd inst., the President, Mr. 
Henry Arrier (London), taking the chair. The following members of 
the Council were among those present: Mr. Charles Mylne Barker, Mr. 
Edmund Kell Blyth (vice-president), Mr. James Samuel Beale, Mr. 
Thomas William Bischoff, Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mr. Frank Dawes, 
Mr. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr. William 
Edward Gillett, Mr. William Godden, Sir John Hollams, Mr. Henry 
James Johnson, Mr. William George King, Mr. Henry Manisty, Mr. 
Frederick Parker Morrell (Oxford), Mr. Richard Pennington, Mr. 
Thomas Rawle, Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, B.A., LL.D., D.C.L., Mr. Charles 
Leopold Samson, Mr. Walter Trower, Mr. E. F. Turner, Mr. William 
Howard Winterbotham, and Mr. Philip Witham; with the following 
extraordinary members: Mr. Charles Elton Longmore (Hertford) and 
Mr, A. Copson Peake (Leeds); also Mr. E. W. Williamson (secretary), 
Mr. 8. P. Bucknill (assistant secretary), and Mr. E. Ralph Cook (deputy 
assistant secretary). 

Vortine on Potts, 

The Presipent: I may remind you that the object of the meeting is to 
pass, if it meets with your approval, a new bye-law dealing with the 
question of taking polls. The bye-law has been prepared for the purpose 
of facilitating the obtaining the views of the whole body of the society 
= any particular subject. There are one or two verbal amendments 
which it has been determined to introduce into the proposed bye-laws 
since they were printed and sent to the members, and I will insert these 
when moving the resolution approving of them, and will call attention to 
the alterations. I will move, therefore, ‘‘ That the following new bye-law 
be made and inserted amongst the existing bye-laws of the society.’? The 
Liverpool Law Society, whose suggestions are always valuable and 
welcomed by the Council, very much thought the words “at the 
meeting ’’ might be left out; but the Council think it is very desirable 
that those words should be retained, because we desire emphatically to 
shew that the poll and everything else is part of the meeting, and, there- 
fore, although we are very much obliged to the Liverpool Law Society for 
their suggestions, some of which we have adopted, we feel that it is 
desirable to retain these words in the bye-law. ‘There is only one thing 
which has troubled me a little in putting the bye-law before you, and that 
is whether the poll should be demanded by twenty members only, and 
whether there ought not to be a larger number. Twenty is the number 
that may call a general meeting, and I wish to point out that it is very 
undesirable to have polls on questions of a trifling nature, because they put 
the society to considerable expense. There is very little left out of a 
hundred pounds when a pollis put into practice. The proposed bye-law, 
with the alterations suggested by the Council, is as follows: 

** 29a. But immediately after the chairman has announced the result of 
the voting under the last preceding bye-law on any question other 
than adjournment of the meeting a poll on such question may be 
directed by the chairman or demanded in writing by any twent 
members of the society present at the meeting, and such poll shall 
be taken by means of voting papers in accordance with the follow- 
ing provisions, that is to 

(1) The chairman shall forthwith appoint five scrutineers from 
amongst the members other than the mover and seconder of the 





question to receive and examine the voting papers and to certify 
the result of the poll. Three scrutineers shall @ quorum, 
and the death of one or more of the scrutineers shall not affect 
the poll. If by death or refusal or incapacity to act the number of 
scrutineers is reduced below three the member to supply such vacancy 
shall forthwith be nominated by the president or vice-president for 
the time being. 

(2) The chairman shall then fix a day to which the meeting at the 
conclusion of the other business shall stand adjourned. 

(3) The secretary shall with all convenient speed after the poll is 
granted send by post a voting paper to every member. The voting 
paper shall be in such form as the Council shall direct, and shall set 
forth the question on which the poll has been directed or demanded, 
shall specify the day on or previous to which the voting paper 
must be returned, and shall set forth instructions as to the mode 
of voting by filling up the paper and sending the same by post to 
the secretary, and the name and address of the secretary for the 
return of the voting paper. 

(4) Voting papers duly sealed or otherwise fastened up shall be 
delivered or returned by post prepaid to the secretary four days 
at least before the day named for the adjourned meeting, and the 
secretary shall place them unopened in a box and so deliver them 
to the scrutineers, by whom alone they shall be opened and 
examined, 

(5) As soon as the voting papers shall have been examined, and the 
result of the poll has on ascertained, the voting papers shall 
be handed over to the society and shall be retained by the 
society for one month after the adjourned meeting, and then they 
may be destroyed. 

(6) The report of the scrutineers shall be signed by them, or the 
majority, and shall contain the following particulars: (a) The 
total number of voting papers received. (b) The number, if any, 
rejected and the grounds of rejection. (c) The total number of 
votes in favour of the question. (d) The total number of votes 
against the question. 

(7) The report of the scrutineers shall be read to the meeting, and 
the chairman of the meeting shall declare that the question has 
been decided by the meeting either in the affirmative or negative 
accordingly.”’ 

Mr. Cxar.es Forp (London) asked if a quorum was present ? 

The Prestpent: Yes. 

Mr. W. P. W. Pururmore (London) said he wished to make one remark 
upon the point taken by the President—namely, as to the sufficiency of 
the number of members demanding a poll. He quite agreed that the 
society should not take a poll on trivial questions, but twenty was but the 
quorum necessary for holding a general meeting, and if the number 
necessary for demanding a poll were fixed higher than for holding a 
general meeting it would be committing a gross absurdity. 

The Presipent: Well, you see, we have fixed twenty now, and I am 
glad to see that you agree with us. 

Mr. Puruurmore said that there was another point. He decidedly 
i for his own part to the chairman directing the poll to be 
held. The chairman ought to be an impartial official, and if he was 
to be considering whilst he presided over the meeting whether, in the event 
of the decision being contrary to his personal opinion, he should be 
empowered to demand a poll alone without conference with his colleagues 
he might become a mere partizan, which he thought the president 
— agree would be very undesirable, instead of a neutral person in 
the chair. P 

The Presrpent: Let me at once explain. There is no desire on the part 
of myself or any president that you can imagine in the future to take such 
an invidious position, but I want you to remember that the chairman 
remains throughout the meeting, from the beginning to the end of it, aud 
that very often persons have left, and it is desirable in order to prevent 
surprise that the chairman should have this power. You know the chair- 
man, you must trust him. Asarule I think you will find that the chair- 
man of these meetings will be the president, and I cannot imagine that 
any gentleman is going to fill the office of president of a society like this 
who is not a gentleman whom you can trust with such a power as is put 
in the bye-law. 

Mr. Pxrtirimort said that all the president’s explanation came to was 
that the president of the society was likely to be always a gentleman 
whom the members could trust, and therefore one who would exercise an 
impartial view of the matter; but there was another point. Supposing 
that at some future time he (Mr. Phillimore) had carried one of those 
revolutionary motions that he occasionally brought forward —though he 
admitted that was almost an impossibility—but let them imagine that he 
had carried it, and the vice-president felt that that motion ought not 
to be carried. He (the vice-president) would have to go round the hall, 
pen and paper in hand, in order to get his twenty signatures for a 
poll. Why, the notion was absurd. The poll was to be demanded in 
writing by any twenty members present at the meeting. That meant 
that the signatures must be obtained there and then on the spur of the 
moment, before the meeting was closed. His feeling was that it would 
be better if he were allowed to move an amendment—namely, to omit 
in clause 29a the word ‘‘immediately’’ at the beginning of the clause 
and instead of the words ‘‘ or demanded in writing by any twenty of the 
members of the society present at the meeting’’ to substitute ‘‘on 
receiving within one week after the meeting a written demand for a poll 
signed by any twenty megfbers of the society,’’ and in clause 29a (2) after 
the word ‘‘day’’ to insert ‘‘ for a meeting to receive the report of the 


The Presipent: I am afraid, though I do not like to say anything 
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which may seem to be at all personal, that it occurs to me, as a man having 
something to do with companies and City life, that Mr. Phillimore can 
scarcely recognize what is the general practice with all companies. We 
should never be able to get through the work if we had matters adjourned 
for a week without knowing what we had done. We must know before 
the close of the meeting. There can be no difficulty with regard to the 
matter. 

Mr. Pariimore said it was a matter of technical convenience. If the 
bye-law were passed in such a form as to allow of twenty members holding 
their hands up when a poll was to be demanded there could be very little 
objection. It would be really and physically impossible for people to go 
skipping about the room to get signatures necessary for the poll. 

The amendment was not seconded. 

Mr. Forp said he wished to move an amendment. It was to omit from 
clause 29a the words “‘in writing.’’ He was afraid it was a quite hopeless 
task for him to bring the amendment forward because he thought the 
Council of themselves represented a majority of those present. (Cries of 
‘“No.’’) Well, it was uncommonly near. 

The Prestpent: It is nothing like a majority. 

Mr. Forp said he had not counted the members present, but with the 
exception of the President he did not know whether those sitting at the 
table were all members of the Council. He should like to say how very 
much indebted the whole of the members of the society were to Mr. 
Walter Dowson and those who had taken the vigorous action with him 
which had resulted in the hope of reform in this particular matter. It 
was directly and largely due to their action that there was now some 
hope of getting reasonable means of voting on questions which came 
before the society. Was it reasonable to ask that the twenty members 
“er were to demand a poll in writing? No doubt the president 

ad had a large experience of public matters, and he would like to 
ask him, with every possible respect, and all the more experienced 
members of the Council, including, of course, Sir Albert Rollit, whether 

itwas their experience that at public meetings where a poll was demanded 
it was necessary to do so in writing. (Cries of ‘‘ Yes.’’) He said that far 
oftener than not it was quite sufficient for twenty members to hold up their 
hands, and if that number was not present whatever number might be 
permitted under’the bye-laws of the particular organization. He thought 
the chairman might well place a servant of the institution at the disposal 
of the member who would be running about with pen and ink to get these 
twenty members to sign. It seemed to him an extremely disagreeable 
thing, and calculated to disturb the quiet of the meeting, to have members 
running about as contemplated. He hoped that the Council, without 
dividing the meeting, would accept the amendment, which was a very 
reasonable proposal. If the words “in writing’? where not omitted he 
thought that many of the members would have to come to the meetings 
with pen and ink in their pockets and run about with a sheet of foolscap 
in their hands to get the necessary signatures. Then with regard to 
section 1 of clause 29 the Council had been extremely careful to omit the 
word ‘‘ present.’’? It simply provided that ‘‘the chairman shall forthwith 
appoint five scrutineers from amongst the members,”’ it said nothing 
about their being required to be present. Therefore, although the 
requisitionists must all be present the scrutineers need not. It seemed to 
—— if the requisitionists were to be present the scrutineers should 

also. 

The Prestpent: You must remember, Mr. Ford, that the scrutineers 
are always elected from members present at the meeting. And these bye- 
laws fit in with other bye-laws which have worked very well. You know 
we always look upon you as the guardian of our liberties, and we always 
do elect the scrutineers from those present in the hall at the time of the 
meeting. 

Mr. Forp: Then I am sure you won’t mind putting these words in. 

The Presipent: That does not necessarily follow. 

Mr. Forp said he was not very much persuaded by the force of the 

president’s suggestion if he would not put the words in. He did think 
that they should be inserted, but he was afraid that the preponderance of 
the members of the Council present would prevent it. But he would move 
his amendment so that twenty members or more present should be 
able to demand a poll by holding up their hands and giving in their 
names. He was sorry also that the Council would not insert words 
making it necessary for the scrutineers to be present at the meeting where 
the poll was demanded. 
_ The Present: If I thought there was real substance in your objection 
it should be done. The Council, I am quite sure, wish always that the 
bye-laws should be for the benefit of the members at large. They have 
been very carefully settled by counsel, not with any view to carry out the 
views of the Council as a body, but to do what is best for the profession 
at large. They fit in well with the existing bye-laws, and I hope they 
will meet with the approval of the meeting. 

Mr. Puitimore seconded the amendment. 

Mr. Forp asked if the meeting might be informed what was the name 
of the counsel who settled the bye-law ? 

The Presmpent: No. He then put the amendment. It is not carried, 
Mr. Ford, and without the votes of the Council. 

Mr. Harry Lewis (London) called attention to the fact that there was 
nothing said about the casting vote of the chairman. Section 7 said that 
“the chairman of the meeting should declare that the question has been 
decided by the meeting either in the affirmative or negative accordingly.’’ 
Of course it might be a remote contingency, but there might be cases 
where the votes were equal. 

The Presipent: I think we can leave that to be dealt with under the 
existing bye-laws. 

Mr. Lew.s: Will that be sufficient ? 








The Prusipent: Yes, quite. The new bye-law is made with the view 
of fitting into the existing bye-laws. 

Mr. Forp: Has the t been ? 

Tbe Presipent: Yes, it has been considered. He then put the 
resolution, which he declared to be carried unanimously, afterwards 
observing, ‘I will put it, Mr. Ford, to avoid distressing you, earried 
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The General Council of the Bar. 


The following are extracts from the annual statement for 1906-1907 : 

The Criminal Appeal Bill, 1906.—The Council reported as follows :— 
The Council do not think that it falls within their province to express 
an opinion on the policy of this Bill, but they would desire to call 
attention to the following points: (1) They consider that the proviso 
at the end of clause 1, sub-clause (1), requires modification, in the sense 
that an appeal should by leave of the Court of Criminal Appeal be 
entertained on a question of law alone, although the question was not 
raised at the taial, and although it is one which, if £0 raised, 
could have been disposed of by evidence. (2) They consider that as 
under clause 1, sub-clause (6) the court will have power to increase the 
punishment inflicted, the prisoner ought to have the right as of course 
to be present, whereas by clause 3, sub-clause (4) he would not in such 
case be entitled to be present, except by order of the Court of Criminal 
Appeal, or a judge thereof. (3) They consider that this Bill will cast 
a greatly increased burthen upon private prosecutors, who will shrink 
from the sibilities of a second trial. They suggest that eve 
second trial should be at the instance and expense of the State. (4) 
They consider that an official shorthand note of the proceedings at 
every criminal trial should be imperative. 

The Public Trustee Bill, the Conveyancing Bill, and the Settled 
Land Bill.—The Council examined in detail the provisions of these 
Bills, and their views and suggestions were brought to the notice of 
the proper authorities. They are now endeavouring in conjunction 
with the Law Society to obtain the introduction of the two latter Bills 
together with the Married Women’s Property Bill into the House of 
Commons as Government measures, or failing that to obtain the sup- 
port of the Government therefor. ; ; 

The Judicature Bill, 1907.—With reference to this Bill, which re- 
peals the Supreme Court of Judicature Bill, 1899, and provides that 
any division of the Court of Appeal may with the consent of the Lord 
Chancellor consist of two judges of the Court of Appeal sitting together, 
and shall, if so constituted, have all the jurisdiction and powers of the 
Court of Appeal, the Council upon the earliest opportunity adopted the 
following resolution: ‘‘That it is undesirable that the present practice 
of hearing final ap ls before three judges, except as provided by the 
Supreme Court o udicature Act, 1899, should be altered.” ies of 
this resolution were at once sent to the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief 
Justice of England, the Master of the Rolls, the Lords of Appeal, the 
Lords Justices, the Law Officers, the Law Society, and others. 

Continuous Sittings in London.—With reference to the continuous 
sittings in London, the Council, whilst recognising the difficulty of 
altering the principle of continuous sittings in London, are of opinion 
that the full significance of these sittings should be realised. The 
Council believe that they are proving to be injurious to the interests 
of provincial suitors and to the circuit system, and are seriously 
affecting the large body of the profession engaged in circuit work. 
Everyone in the profession—both bar and solicitors alike—knows 
that in this respect the system is one calculated to produce the errone- 
ous impression that the London arrears are thereby more quickly 
disposed of. But in addition to this these sittings have had two 
distinct effects. They have led to the necessity of establishing the one 
circuit judge system involving the postponement of civil work on 
such circuits till the conclusion of the calendar, with the consequent 
uncertainty of date which is detrimental to public and bar alike. 
These sittings have further led to the necessity of a choice bei 
made by members of the bar between their circuit work and wor 
in London, the provinces thereby losing the privilege of having to 
a certainty the presence of the best talent of the bar attending each 
circuit. It is not an uncommon experience that a brief is : 
on circuit, and that at a late moment it is found that the holder. is 
obliged to return it in order to attend to work in London which 
has come suddenly into the paper owing to the want of a satisfactory 
system in connection with the London liste. It is not therefore 
surprising to find that country solicitors prefer to send their cauees 
to London or to deal with them in some other fashion. As work on 
the circuits decreases the attendance of the bar on circuit tends to 
slacken off, and by a process of action and reaction the circuit sys- 
tem in the opinion of many ‘s slowly being killed. There is no 
question that the bar is being split into two sections, one that con- 
fines itself to London work which can be done by comparatively 
few, and the members of the circuit bars who find thumselves more 
and more excluded from work in the London courts owing to the uncer- 
tainty of their presence at any given time in London. The Council 
are of opinion that something should be done to deal with what is 
undoubtedly a serious condition of affairs. They would welcome a 
return to the system which prevailed before 1893. 

Stamping Vouchers for Counsel's Fees.—The test case referred to 
in the last annual statement, raising the question of the liability of 
counsel’s vouchers for fees to stamp duty under the Stamp Act, 
1891, was heard by Mr. Justice Bray in December last, when the 
Council were represented by Mr. Pickford, K.C., and Mr. Bremner. 
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The learned judge gave a considered judgment (see 1907, 1 K. B. 462) 
in which he held that when counsel, after payment of a fee of £2 
or upwards, places his initials or name against the fee on his brief 
or at the foot of a statement of fees, the document is liable to the 
stamp duty of 1d. as a receipt within the meaning of section 101 and 
the heading ‘‘Receipt’’ in the First Schedule to the Stamp Act, 1891. 
The Council after careful consideration determined not to appeal 
against this decision. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Brruincaam Law Srvunents’ Soctery.—March 12.—Mr. T. J. Richards 
in the chair.—The following question was debated: ‘‘ That istrates 
should be remunerated and appointed from the legal profession.”” The 
speakers for the affirmative were Messrs. G. W. Springthorpe, T. R. Owens, 

. Atkinson, T’., H. Bethell, and D. H. O’Connor; and for the negative 
Messrs. W. H. C. Sharp, B.A., F. H. Viney, B.A., H. E. Swallow, H. 8. 
Hall, and E. H. Clutterbuck. After the chairman had summed up, the 
question was put to the meeting, and was lost by the chairman's casting 
vote. A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the proceedings. 


March 19.—A joint debate between the Birmingham Chartered Account- 
ants’ Society and the Birmingham Law Students’ Society was held, Mr. F. 
8S. Pearson, LL.B., in the chair. The following subject was discussed : 
‘‘ That this house is of opinion that the franchise should be extended to 
women ut Parliamentary elections.’’ The motion was supported by Messrs. 
C. B. Allen, A.C.A. (C.H.8S.8.), E. H. Clutterbuck (B.L.8.8.), C. F. 
Bristol, A.C.A. (C.A.8.S.), G. A. Baker (B.L.S.S.), W. H. C. Sharp, B.A. 
(B.L.S.S), Davis (C A.S.S.), H. 8. Hall (B.L.8.S.), and opposed by Messrs. 
T. B. Fitch (B.L.S.8.), B. H. Brigham (U.A.S.8.), F. H. Viney, B.A. 
(B.L.8.8.), J. H. Taylor (C.A.8.S.), R. Pinsent, B.A. (B.L.8.S.), and T. H. 
Bethell (B.L.S.8.). On the question being put ta the house, the motion 
was lost | amajority of fourteen voted, A vote of thanks to the chairman 
termin the proceedings, 





The Judicature (Court of Appeal) 
Bill, 1907. 

Tue following is a portion of a Memorandum on this Bill prepared 
by the General Council of the Bar: 

In view of the discussion which took place in the House of Lords 
on 4th of March, on the motion for the second reading of ‘the 
Judicature (Court of Appeal) Bill, the General Council of the Bar 
think it expedient to make the following statement as to the pro- 
posals contained in the Bill—which proposals are not altogether new. 

After referring to the steps taken in previous years, the Council 
Says : 

The present Bill repeals the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1899 
in toto, and entirely deprives suitors of the safeguards provided 
thereby. The Council are irresistibly led to the conclusion that a 
Court of Appeal consisting of two judges does not command the 
approval of suitors or of the legal profession. So far as they are 
aware, there has been no demand whatever on the part of the public 
or the profession for an alteration of the constitution of the Court of 
— which was confirmed by the Legislature so lately as the year 
1890. The Council at their meeting, which took place on the same 
day as the motion for the second reading of the present Bill was 
made by the Lord Chancellor (4th of March), adopted the following 
resolution : ‘‘That it is undesirable that the present practice of hear- 
ing final appeals before three judges, except as provided by the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1899, should be altered.’’ This 
resolution was at once brought to the notice of the Lord Chancellor, 
the Lord Chief Justice of England, the Master of the Rolls, the 
Lords of Appeal, the Lords Justices, the Law Officers, and the Law 
Society. The Council understand that the Law Society has made a 
similar representation to the Lord Chancellor. The Council gather 
from the observations of the Lord Chancellor made upon the motion 
for the second reading of the Bill (1) that the object of the Bill is 
to enable the Court of Appeal to overcome the existing arrears, and 
(2) that to attain this object, cases shall be heard by two judges of 
that court instead of three judges. Assuming that this is only 
intended as a temporary expedient, it would appear to be open to the 
objection that the suitors in any particular case will be deprived of 
the opportunity of bringing their appeal for hearing before three 
judges sitting together. The Council understand that the Appellate 
Court in Ireland consists of not less than three judges and in Scotland 
consists of four judges. The Council are of opinion that the suitors 
in England and Wales should not be deprived of a tribunal of similar 
weight and authority, The Council are of opinion that, by reducing 
the number of judges responsible for its decisions the prestige and 
authority of the court will be seriously impaired, It is to be recol- 
lected fhat all appeals from the county courts (other than appeals 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act) and all appeals on points of 
law from magistrates, many of which are of considerable public 
importance, and from revising barristers, as well as appeals from the 
official referees, are still determined by a Divisional Court of the 
King’s Bench Division, It is in this connection material to observe 





that out of the 182 bankruptcy and King’s Bench final appeals 
standing for hearing at the commencement of this sittings, sixty-seven 
were appeals from decisions of Divisional Courts of the King’s Bench 
Division. The provisions as to appeals are thus at present intricate 
and confusing. ..... 

The Council entirely concur in the reported observations of the 
Lord Chancellor that the courts of this country should be made 
efficient business instruments. At the present moment, in addition to 
the arrears in the Court of Appeal, the arrears both in the Crown 
and Civil paper for hearing before the Divisional Court of the King’s 
Bench Divison are considerable, whilst the difficulty of providing 
for Divisional Courts and of preserving their continuity of composition 
consistently with the continuance of the circuit system is common 
knowledge in the profession, The present would therefore seem to 
be a favourable opportunity for remedying the admitted defects and 
deficiencies of the existing system, and for providing a strong and 
permanent Court of Appeal capable of dealing with all the appellate 
work of the Supreme Court. In conclusion the Council submit: (1) 
That an appellate court consisting of two judges only will not meet 
with the confidence of the suitors or of the legal profession, (2) 
That an increase in the number of the judges of appeal is urgently 
needed, (3) That if the suggestions of the Council were adopted, and 
the remaining appellate work of the King’s Bench Division were 
transferred to the Court of Appeal there would be ample business to 
afford regular employment to three divisions of the Court of Appeal, 
each constituted of three judges. (4) That incidentally such an 
arrangement would afford a much-needed relief to the King’s Bench 
Division. Or, alternatively, (5) that the Appeal Court should be 
relieved of the extra business imposed upon it by the above-mentioned 
legishation, that this business should be remitted to the King’s Bench 
Division, and that the King’s Bench Division should be sufficiently 
strengthened to enable it adequately to cope with the increased 
business which will thus require to be disposed of, 


The Land Registry. 


Mr. Donatp Mactean (Bath), wget in the House of Commons, on 
Monday night, the 18th inst., said he desired to call attention to the Land 
Registry, and to the most unsatisfactory character of its operations. It 
occupied a building which had cost £265,000, and it had a staff of 240 
officials whose remuneration amounted to nearly £50,000 a year. Several 
changes had been made in the operation of the system, and experience of 
it had been sufficiently long to justify a test on the part of the Government 
as to whether it was simple, secure, swift, and economical. The Registra- 
tion Act was passed in 1875, and nine years ago a further Act was passed 
to make compulsory the former enactment, which Lord Cairns had 
abandoned as unworkable. There were no less than 72 forms and 
371 rules, administered by about 200 officials. Each year the whole system 
became more and more complicated. There were four kinds of title— 
good, possessory, qualified, and absolute. They could have whichever of 
those titles they chose, but when they had made their choice they must 
pay their money. As regarded the test of swiftness, his case was that it 
led to intolerable delay. There were two ea ordinary method 
of conveyance as between vendor and purchaser, and the other process of 
registration in which was interposed this practice of Government registra- 
tion which was so great a source of delay. The representatives of building 
societies were strongly op’ to this objectionable system, and the repre- 
sentativesof co-operative building societies hadcondemned the system, while 
rofessional men in the provinces were aghast because of the delay. When 

= would ask, had the inte: ition of a Government office ever facilitated 
the despatch of business? Then, with regard to the question of security, 
his point was that there was no security as to title. It had been decided in 
the Court of Appeal, in the case of The Capital and Counties Bank v. Rhodes 
(in which the Lords Justices of Appeal had used —— expressions as 
to the intricacies of the system), that when a property been registered 
it was not necessary to go to the registry again on subsequent transactions, 
thus shewing, judicially, on what a rotten foundation the whole system 
stood. After all the expenses incurred, after all the protection claimed 
for registration, they found that the Lords Justices, after hearing the 
case, said that the register was absolutely immaterial for the purpose of 
deciding who had the legal estate, which was the very basis on which the 
Act existed. Thus it had been decided by the court that it was un- 
necessary to go into the question of the whereabouts of the legal estate. 
A Select Committee of the House of Commons had declared that the 
possessory certificate was ‘‘a useless additional expense to the — 
conveyance.” The registrar himself had said: ‘‘ The far better plan 

to have it quite understood that the possessory certificate not only is not 
to be relied upon for anything — to registration, but that it entirely 
ignores it, and that people must look outside for all incumbrances prior.”’ 
So that the system eal te to security had absolutely failed. en, in 
conclusion, with to the question of economy. The additional 
charge was accompanied by complication, delay, and insecurity; there 
was absolutely no economy in connection with it. On the contrary, there 
was a gross and disgraceful expenditure of public money. In 1904-5 the 
expenses of the registry exceeded the income by no less than £11,000. In 
nine years fines had been levied on London house and property owners to | 
the amount of about £430,000. It was well known that by far the largest 

number of transactions were in small — of £500 and less, and the 
small house and Fa ge owner was the most badly hit under the Land 
Registry Act. Take a property bought at £400. Under the scale which 
obtained apart from land registration the cost amounted to £8, but now, 
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under the operation of the Land Registry Act, it was £11 6s., an increase of 
41 per cent. on such a small transfer as that. Ona property of £200 it cost 
£6, and it was now 47 13s.,an increase of 27 per cent. ; on £90 the transfer 
was £3 10s., and now it was £4 6s. 6d., or an increase of 24 per cent. 
The whole system was a glaring example of misapplied officialism. It had 
been declared to be experimental, yet all inquiry had been shirked. It had 
been condemned by bankers, bankers’ institutes, building societies, co- 
operative building societies, architects, engineers, and nearly all convey- 
ancing experts; and the time had now arrived when inquiry should 
made into the whole question. This system was nothing short of a scandal, 
and a gross example of how officialism, left to itself, without proper inquiry 
into its operations, and without proper sanction, would most uselessly 
spend public money to the detriment of the public service. 








Companies. 


Licences Insurance Corporation. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The seventeenth annual meeting of the Licenses Insurance Cor- 
poration and Guarantee Fund was held on Friday, the 22nd inst., at 
the Institute of Chartered Accountants, Moorgate-place, the chairman, 
Mr. A, W. Ruaeewes-Brisz, presiding. 

The CHAIRMAN, in moving the adoption of the report and balance- 
sheet, alluded to the fact that the income of the corporation had 
increased by £8,723 4s. 10d., and that a profit had been made of 
£12,611 Os. 10d., to which had to be added £9,445 16s. 3d., brought 
forward from last year, making a total of £22,056 17s. 1d., which 
enabled the board to pay the usual dividend of 6 per cent. and place 
£5,000 to reserve for depreciation in investments. They had thought 
it best to initiate this special reserve, although, as a matter of fact, he 
might state that the reserve for contingencies included in the accounts 
with that for claims in suspense still was, and always had been, suffi- 
cient te cover market fluctuations on the investments. The board 
then carried forward the sum of £7,904 16s. 10d., and fulfilled the 
corporation’s obligations under the mutual brewers’ class, This class 
was started two years ago, and was proving a greatsuccess; but although 
the success was not without its indirect advantages to the shareholders, 
it was a matter of less importance to them than it was to the members 
of the class themselves, upon whom the profits devolved. But he might 
remark that if the Trade, which had suffered so much in the past from 
want of combination, could only in this little matter of insurance come 
to anything like a unanimous opinion, it would be of such advantage 
that a very real and serious menace to their property, a menace which 
must always exist, would be removed by insurnce, at a premium that 
should prove quite insignificant. Without such combination, although 
rates were low, premiums still totalled up in the case of large property 
owners to a substantial sum, But he would not labour the point, because 
he knew too well how difficult it appeared to be for brewers to combine, 
and he also kngw that the mutual class was going along very steadily 
and satisfctorily. As far as the direct interests of the shareholders were 
concerned, he thought they must all be well satisfied with the results, 
not only of this year’s working, but of every year since the commence- 
ment of business by the — sixteen years ago. The progress 
had been sure and steady. The corporation had played an important 
part in the past, and it was difficult to say what their mission might not 
prove in the future, because the Trade was still threatened with legis- 
lation. They were told that the present Government were contsructing 
a new Licensing Bill, but surely this would resolve itself into a measure 
dealing only with the club question, which admittedly needed legisla- 
tion. He could not but think that this would be so, because the Com- 
pensation Act of 1894 was really working very well, though it fell with 
great severity on revenues already depleted by excessive taxation. He 
was sure this represented the last penny that could be squeezed out 
of the Trade with any regard to honesty or to the narrowest definition 
of fairness. By the operation of that Ket, if left alone, a reduction of 
licences would be brought about sufficient to satisfy all reasonable re- 
quirements, and in a shorter period than any ‘“‘time limit” would 
provide. But he thought this question of reduction of licences needed 
to be viewed from an entirely different standpoint from that which had 
been invariably adopted. There was this peculiarity about the licensing 
question—the largest proportion of the population who thought, spoke, 
wrote, and felt upon it, never went into a public-house. Therefore they 
did not know the character of licence-holders, or undenstand the 
difficulties with which they had to contend. To them a public-house 
was a haunt of vice, alcohol was a poison, and the publican a greedy 
accumulator of 5 en gains; or, at any rate, an entirely repre- 
hensible person. This was very far removed from the truth, and such 
should try to realise the fact that the reduction of licence privi- 
eges meant also the reduction of licence responsibilities, for it was really 
no exaggeration to draw a parallel between the licence-holder and the 
policemen. Policemen were guardians of public peace, and brewers 
as owners, and publicans as tenants were, by virtue of their obligations, 
their methods, and their management, guardians of the public morals, 
and exerted a most beneficial influence upon the manners and habits of 
their customers. Take away their authority, their disciplinary influ- 
ence upon the weaker class, and the alternative would be much worse. 
He did not know what that alternative might be, but he did know that 
already the trade in small flagons of beer delivered at the door had 

ne up by leaps and bounds, and that concealed beer-drinking might 

evelop to a more dangerous extent than open drinking in the much- 


abused and misunderstood public-house. The licensed trade was to be 
deposed by a ‘‘time-limit,’” and urban and country circles were to rei 
in its stead. The Trade was expected to buy back with impossib 
restrictions their own licences. ible brewers were distasteful 
as re-purchasers, because they imposed a “‘tie’’ upon the tenant, but 
it was very certain they were the only persons who would pay for a 
licence, and they would not do so unless they were able to “‘tie’*the 
. The selection by the brewer of the publican to carry on the 
trade would be far better for the welfare of the community than the 
Trade run by a municipality who knew nothing of the business. ° No 
trade could be respectably conducted without money and credit, and 
the benefit of this was lost where most needed if the vested rights of 
owners of public-houses were interfered with. It was a fight over the 
rights of property; and trifling with these rights, however remotely, 
would lead to society suffering in the long run, It was useless to 
offer ‘‘time limits.’’ The execution might be postponed for fifty years, 
but the outrage was immediate, and the credit of a huge and most 
responsible trade crumbled at once. He said let our legislators beware 
of such folly; but he would also venture on a word of advice. Let the 
policy in respect of the drink traffic be one of construction, not destruc- 
tion. Let the aim be to improve the customs of the a oe rather than 
change them, and let our ambition be to bring public-houses up to a 
higher standard, Much had been done in this direction, doubtless there 
was more to be done, but it would not be done by destroying credit or 
trying to divert private property to the public. However, these matters 
concern trade interests more the interests of shareholders, but 
indirectly they were certainly involved, He would like to thank, on 
behalf of himself and his co-directors—and he was sure he might do 
so in the name of the shareholders also—the manager and secretary 
and the staff who assist him for their able, energetic, and hard 
work during the past year. He now beg to move the adoption of 
the reports and accounts, and that a dividend of-6 per cent. for the 
year ended 31st December last be paid on the amounts paid up on the 
ordinary shares of the corporation free of income tax. . ’ 
Ernrst Hamiiton (vice-chairman) seconded the motion, and it 
was carried unanimously. 

On the motion of Sir T. R. Dewar, seconded by Mr. E. De M. 
Lacon, the retiring directors, the Hon. Reginald Parker and Mr. C. 
Page-Wood, were re-elected. 

The auditors, Messrs, Turquand, Youngs, & Co., 
re-elected. : 

A vote of thanks to the chairman brought the proceedings to a close. 


were alsa 








Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 
Pau Roz Hocxry and Wii11am Scuoreriep, solicitors (Hi & 
Scholefield), Dartmouth. Jan. 28. [ Gazette, March 22. 
Epwarp Josern Mogran and Ratrx Worpsworts, solicitors (Moeran & 
Wordsworth), 77, Chancery-lane, London. March 15. 
[ Gazette, March 26. 





General. 


The Attorney-General will page at the annual meeting of the bar, 
which will take place in Old Hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on Tuesday 
afternoon, the 16th of April. 

The Lord Chancellor has accepted an invitation to dine with the past 
and P— members of the General Council of the Bar, at the Grand 
Hotel, on Tuesday evening, the 30th of April. 


The following dates have been fixed by the judges (Mr. Justice A. T. 
Lawrence and Mr. Justice Pickford) for holding the Spring Assizes on 
the Northern Circuit: Manchester, Wednesday, April 17; Liverpool, 
Thursday, May 2. 

Lord Collins of Kensington, Lord Justice Kennedy, Mr. Justice Neville, 
and Mr. Justice Pickford will be entertained at a congratulatory dinner 
by the members of the Northern Circuit early next month in bration 
of their appointments as a Law Lord, Lord Justice of Appeal, and Judges 
of the Chancery and King’s Bench Division respectively. All four judges 
were formerly members of the Northern Circuit. 


What was the London work which eighteen common law j 
cope with in 1868? asks a writer in the Daily Telegraph. ‘The “ arrears of 
and other matters’’ in the three courts were as follows: In the 
Queen’s Bench, 144; in the Common Pleas, 50; ane a Ss 
- There were mat y the Ganees Sees Ole Ss eee in 
the special r, enlarged r 
10 now trials © calenapd suien 94 
The Exchequer shewed 9 new trials, of 
one kind and another. In “~ therefore, there were 394 ea to be 
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forty and fifty judges to-day. 
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According to a return which has been issued of the number and disposal 
of children and young persons under sixteen who were charged with 
offences during the last three months of 1906, there were 8,491 cases, of 
which 2,694 were dismissed ; 851 were bound over to be of good behaviour, 
and 3,660 were sentenced to fine or imprisonment; while in forty cases 
parents or guardians were ordered to pay fines, damages, or costs. In the 
returns from the various petty sessional courts it is indicated whether the 
defendants would probably have been released under supervision on 
probation if such a system had been available, and also what steps, if any, 
were taken to separate children and young persons in court from adult 
prisoners. 

The thirty-second meeting of the Bankruptcy Law Amendment Com- 
mittee was held on the 20th inst., at the Royal Courts of Justice, Mr. Muir 
Mackenzie (the chairman) presiding. Evidence was given by Mr. R. J. 
Ward, chartered accountant, as representing the National Federation of 
Building Trades Employers, and by Mr. John Evans, of Liverpool, and 
Mr. William Radcliffe, of Manchester, as representing the Building 
Material Trades Association. The principal matters dealt with by the 
witnesses in their evidence were as to the effect of special clauses 
frequently inserted in building agreements for the protection of the land- 
owner and as to the incidence of loss arising upon failures of debtors 
engaged in the building trade. 


In the House of Commons, on the 21st inst., Mr. Cave asked the Prime 
Minister whether his attention had been called to the fact that, in con- 
sequence of both divisions of the Court of Appeal (England) having been 
en during the current sitting in hearing appeals from the King’s 
Bench and Probate Divisions, there was now a serious accumulation of 
appeals from the Chancery Division; and whether it was proposed that, 
— from the Judicature Bill, which appeared likely to meet with con- 
siderable opposition, any steps should be taken to reduce these arrears at 
an early date, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, in a printed reply, states: 
The Lord Chancellor informs me that it is not practicable to reduce 
these appeals more rapidly unless the Judicature Bill be passed, and that 
is the principal reason for desiring that it should be passed. The Court of 
Appeal is obliged to arrange the cases which it hears with some regard to 
the comparative arrears from the different divisions. 


We are not aware, says the Evening Standard, that Mr, Justice Darling 
has been detected asleep in court. There have been judges, however, who 
have allowed their boredom to overcome their vigilance. Few people 
accustomed to the interior of law courts have failed at some time to see 
the presiding deity in the enjoyment of a comfortable nap. As for the 
subordinate officers, we have the case of Mr. Thaw’s warder, who fell 
asleep the other day and snored with such indiscretion that he had to be 
forcibly roused. Kemembering these little accidents, we are grieved that 
Mr. Justice Darling should not have stood by the privileges of the court. 
A few days ago, when delivering judgment, he suddenly stopped, and 
said: ‘* Will the usher be good enough to wake up that gentleman who is 
os so that he may listen to my judgment?’’ ‘l'his was too bad. 
Probably the gentleman did not want to listen to Mr. Justice Darling’s 
judgment. That would be bad taste, of course; but all sorts of intellects 
may be found in a court of law. Where the general public are concerned, 
however, is in the implied principle that only judges can be allowed to 
slumber in these hallowed regions. 


An interesting holding on the question of the admissibility of evidence 
of experiments is, says the Albany Law Journal, contained in Zackman v. 
Brotherhood of American Yeomen (160 Northwestern Reporter 350). The- 
action was on a mutual benefit certificate, and the association defended 
on the ground that insured had committed suicide. The only facts shewn 
were that deceased went to his barn to get his team, and in about an hour 
was found dead, suspended by the neck from a tie strap attached to a 
bridle hanging on a peg where deceased usually hung his harness. At 
the trial a witness testified that he had hung a bridle with a tie strap 
attached on the peg, throwing the tie strap over the peg in the usual 
manner, so as to leave it hanging down, and by a series of experiments 
found that, if he walked towards the bridle and stumbled and fell with 
his head in a loop formed by the strap, it was drawn around his neck in 
such a way that it caught or drew over itself, and would have choked him 
had he not regained his balance. ‘The witness was a man of about the 
same weight and height as deceased, and a number of experiments shewed 
that the result mentioned ensued about three times out of four. This 
evidence was held to be admissible as throwing light upon the manner in 
which the death might have occurred. 


The City Coroner (Dr. Waldo, J.P.), in his annual report to the Court 
of Common Council, states that inquests on 221 persons, 169 males and 52 
females, were held by him in the City last year. In the previous year the 
number of inquests was 171. In Southwark during the same period 228 
inquests were held, the proportion being 141 males to 87 females. One 
hundred and twenty-two private and public fire inquiries were held in the 
City under the Fire Inquests Act. Referring to the usefulness of fire 
inquests, Dr. Waldo states that the system of personal investigation at 
the site of the fire has been the means of preventing the overlooking of 
any cases of fire which should be , inquired into, while, at the 
same time, the cause of many fires has thereby been ascertained, and the 
holding of unnecessary inquests avoided. It is, he adds, a suggestive and 
noteworthy fact that during the four years immediately preceding the 
passing of the Fire Inquests Act there was an annual average of 177 fires, 
whereas since the coming into operation of the Act there has been a 
steady decrease, culminating in a total of 122 fires only for the year 
under review—the lowest on record. The City Coroner thinks that a 
careful inquiry into the cause and circumstances of every fire, with or | 
without actual loss of life, should be made, not only in the City of | 





London, but throughout the Metropolis, including Southwark. The 
experience gained by him in the City furnishes a strong argument in 
favour of giving coroners extended jurisdiction in this direction, 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, March 22. 
JCINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1s CHANcERY. 


Axoio-Betaian Construction Syxpicate, Limirep (1x Ligurpation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before April 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Frank Mott, resem yy Cannon st, liquidator 

Astyra Synpicats, Limitep — Creditors are requi on or before April 30, to send their 
names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Havill, 1, 
Gresham bldgs Basinghall st, liquidator 

Ciry ayp Distaicts Es1atres Co, Limirep— Creditors are required, on or before April 6, to 
send their names and addresses, and the a= eee of their debts or claims, to Henry 
George Haydon, 32, Great 8t Helens, liquidator 

CoLONIAL AND GeNERAL Acency, Limitep—Creditorsare required, on or before May 3. to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr 
Herbert L. Bromhead, 15, Angel ct, Throgmorton st. Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton av, 
solors for liquidator 

Sr Denis Minina Co, Limtrep — Creditors are required, on or before May 6, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Harry Meredith, 
22, Gresham Houee, Old Broad st, liquidator 

8 Bortesworts & Sons, Liuwtep (Blackpool, Builders)—Petn for winding up, presented 
March 20, directed to be heard at the Sessi Hall, L ster rd, Preston, April 9, at 
10. Waterhoure, Blackpool, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-pamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 8 

Tuomas Lawgence & Co, Limirep (In VOLUNTARY Lequipazsen} —Cieedisors are required, 
on or before April 13, to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to John Edwin Hunt, 25, Ashdell rd, Sheffield. Smith & Co, Sheffield, 
solors for liquidator 





County Pavatine or LANCASTER. 


A. R. Butirvaxtr & Sons, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 15, directed 
to be heard at St George’s Hall, Liverpool, on April 9, at 10.30. Hardicker, Mancher< 
ter, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 8 


London Gasette—Turspay, March 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwirep 1x CHANCERY. 


Crry anp Districts Estates Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or be‘ore May 6, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to Henry 
George Haydon, 32, Great St Helens, liquidator 

indi ted March 20, directed to be 


ConsoLipaTeD Mines, Limitrep—Petn for winding up, p 
heard April 16, Jones, Great 8t Helen’s, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 15 

Epwaep Mason, Lis1rzp—Creditors are required, on or before May 8, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Lawrence Lancelot 
Pamuels, 7, Norfolk st, Manchester. Till, Newcastle, Staffs, solor for liquidator 

Freperick FLetcuer, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented March 20, directed to be 
heard before the Court at Dudley, April 25. Hooper & Fairbairn, Priory st, Dudley, 
solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of April 24 : e 

Wurtengap & Compriver, Limitep (1x Liguipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 3, to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, 
to Herbert A Pepper, 14, Temple st, Birmingham. Snow & Atkins, Birmingham, solors 
for liquidator 











Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cuarm. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, March 22. 


Batpry, Gustine Horstine, North Newbald, York, Carrier May 1 Baldry-Jepson y 
Baldry, Neville, J Dawson, Kingston upon Hull 

Commons, Jony, West Bridgford, Nottingham, Jobmaster April17 Taylor vy Commons, 
Swinfen Eady, J Fraser, Nottingham 

Dicxtysox, Jonny, Lancaster April 22 Swift v Shepherd, Registrar, Manchester Peck, 
Wi 


i 
Tayior, Tuomas, Pilsworth, Lancaster, Beerseller April 22 Hall vy Taylor, Registrar, 
Manchester Butcher, Bury 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 


London Gasette.—Fripay, March 8. 


AnGa.t, Jaye, St Agnes, Cornwall April6 Hancock, Truro : 

Arrritt, Tuomas Wit.1aM, Glasgow, Boat Proprietor April15 Robinson, Ryde, I of W 

Baxes, Betty, Oldham April10 Bearder, Bradford _ 

Bearb, JosePH, Worksop, Notts, Miller April 4 Hodding & Co, Worksop 

Be.rokrp, Rozeat, St Helens, Lancs, Chemical Manager April 22 Sale & Co, Manchester 

Bexnertt, Janx, Carleton, nr Poulton le Fylde March 30 Gaulter, Fleetwood P 

BerueEcu, Joun, Tranmere, Birkenhead, Butcher April10 Newman & Olley, Liverpool 

Buaxe, James, Reading, Licensed Victualler March 30 Kent, Reading 

Boor.e, Jouy, Gt Crosby, Lancs April17 Toulmin & Co, Liverpool 

Brexzs, Joun, Shrewsbury, Coal Merchant March3i Barton & Hickman, Shrewsbury 

Browse, Henry Donatp, Weeke, nr Winchester April6 Wadeson & Malleson, Devon- 
shire sq, Bishopsgate Without . ’ 

Bayayt, La rey Putuir, York mans, Earl’s Court rd April 5 Robinson & Stannard, 

*tchea 

Bounpock, menen MarsnHatt, Rosehill rd, Wandsworth April12 Paterson & Co, Bream’s 
bldgs. Chancery In 5 

Capocan, Beatrix Janz Countess, Bury 8t Edmunds April 15 Lee & Pembertons, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

CuereTaam, Ayn, Peckham April 20 Bartlett, Bush ln 

Cutver, Emity Cago.ing, Westcliff on Sea, 


In 
Daisu, Mancaret, Egremont, Chester April5 Eskrigge & Roby, Liverpool 
Davipson, Wituiam Jos, Claines, Worcester ‘Apel 13 Beauchamp .& Gallaher, 


Worcester 
DE Barre | age Bir Hexry Percivat, Chichester April6é Maples & Co, Fredericks pl, 
ewry 


April 19 Keith & Humphries, 





Booru 
Barws 
Bout, } 
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LLoN, Baipert, April 19 oa & Co, Liverpool 
en Bansara CaTuesine, April 20 —* Bash la 
Fisuee, Witiiam Tuomas Tasielon G Coventry A 
Forp, Maar, & Birmingham A 
Ganaitt, A.ice, Gt Horton, Bradford 
Gary, Srait, P; April 12 Bennett & Ferris, Coleman st 
Gaixes, Pair, H 13 Smith, Birmingham 
Haagpmay, Samvuzt, Bolton, Pawnbroker April 15 Richardson & Co, Bolton 
Haanis, Mary Axx, Hove, Brighton April8 Fisher & Fisher, Old Queen st 
Hanvey, Evizaseta Mary, Walton on the Naze April 6 White, Col 
Heoinsoruam, Evten, Romiley, Chester March 22 Smith & Seen Ht Hy _ 

Hearst, Joux, Cogshali Cogshall Hall, nr Northwich, Chester April 6 ‘Davies & Co, Warring- 


Howaap, EvizaBera, beng April 22 Pee & Co, Warrington 

Jonzgs, Rosert, Portmadoc, So! April 12 Breese & Co, P. 

Kine, Groner Fanquaansox, Wimbledon, Solicitor April 10 Heath & Hamilton, Stone 
bidgs, Lincoin’s inn 

Kwicut, Groner, Petersfield April1 Burley, Petersfield 

Lawees, | a Artuur, Manchester, Steamship Agent March 22 Falkner, Man- 


Leavis, Sanan, Longridge rd, Earl’s Court April4 Oldfield & Co, Walbrook 
Lewis LroxanD ARTHUR Wituam, St Thomas mans, Westminster Bridge rd March 31 
Colyer & Colyer, Clement’s inn, Strand 
Livrerx, Many, Watford March 30 =a Martin’s In, Cannon st 
Maaor, Ricuagp, Helston, Cornwall elston 
rd April 6 Hunter & Haynes, New aq, 


Manwenrs, Witt1am, Croftdown rd, 
Lincoln’s inn 
Moreax, Epwarp, Aberdovey, Merioneth omy Busk & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
en ~ “pag A.rrep Caaa.es, Tunbridge Wells April 12 Murton- -Neale, 
, Bedford row 


Norman, Apa Susan, Worcester May 1 & Turner, 
Norman, Axyz, Tun Wells April8 Sprott & Sons, Bove Mepdeld. Sussex 

Paior, Outve, Paignton, — - be e & rm yt Redruth 

Petou, MagtHa Truiock, Hastings Ma Herington, Hastings 

Puawr, Atraep, Leicester March 5 a 

Pooury, Faank, Liscard April6é Wilson & Gowie, Li Liverpool 

Prosser, Henay, Ealing April 17 & Co, Bird in Hand ct, Cheapside 

Ranxen, Peter, East inst Bec April 20 a & Co, Miacing 

— Francois, Stephen st, Tottenham ct rd, "Bookbinder April 21 Herbelet, 


Eaton, Derby, Brass Worker April 8 Wilson ~ >} 4 on, Derby 
Suir, ae eG, Bishops Lydeard, Somerset April 16 Busk Co, Lincoln's 
inn 


Suita, Sanau , Cuckfield April10 Laundy & Co, oats wd st, Strand 
BTOLTENHOFF, CHARLES Exitz, Lewisham Park yy 10 Hores & Co. Litioola 's inn fields 
Swatwe tu, Joux, York, Stonemason April8 Dent & Scruton, York 
Twomey, THomas AuERY, Cork April8 Gibson, Ashton under L; 
Urrox-CorTrett-Doruer, Fiorence Ang, Sedbergh, Yorks April 22 Hulberts & Co, 
Ww New sq —— 's inn April 18 
‘aDsworTH, Si.vester, Barkisland, nr Halifax Longbotham & Sons, Halifax 
Wainneran, TsaBELLa, Warton, Carnforth, Lancs April13 Lyell & Betensen, Baymond 
gs, y’s inn 
Wairexeap, Emma, tiniem, rd, Upper Clapton April 20 oe Bush In 
Wuitt te, Casgoitxe, Burton B sedsheeke Dewees” At & —_ & Co, ~~ 
Wiiii1ams, Hannan Garnett, oo * March ~ he mony 
Wearmnsouse, Joux, » Pembroke April 30 & Williams, Haver- 


lord: 
Zuauorst, Faepgricx Wituram, Lee, Kent April6 Hextalls, Bucklersbury 
London Gasette.—Tuxrspay, March 12, 


ALLPoRT, Jonn Ropeart, Handsworth April 23 Soegse & Oona, irmingham 
Bayxes, Leiut oes Canans Epwarp, ywards Heath April15 Ramsden & Co, 


a 
Dussenien, James Grorer, Walton, nr Boston Spa, Yorks, Farmer April 17 Watkinson, 
Booru, James, Handsworth soe 2 23 gequte & Sons, Birmingham 


Barwsrer, Wituram, F er, Harrogate 
Bout, a Newpo of of W Gree tlh April 20 Buckell & Drew, Newport, 
Ca.twoop, James, Chelford, Chester, Farmer April 10 May & Son, Macclesfield 


Canter, Exizasetu, Well Hall Eltham, K Kent March 25 Davies. st 
CuarLTon, Ropert, Newton Hall, N Farmer March 28 LC & HF 


Deanpex, Jauzs Hewey, Clayton le Moors, Cotton Mill April 20 
a yton Lanes, Manager p 
Farmer March30 M 


e, 
Daviss, Tomas, Dorrington, Salop, organ, Shrewsb 
a Heney, Bart, KCMG, Orpington, Kent April 30 , == & Co, 


Evans, on Liverpool April30 Harrison & Burton, Liverpool 


FieTcueEr, Joseps, Cla: le Moors, Lanes, Innkeeper April 20 Britcliffe, Accrington 
Fortesour, The Right onjHveu 8rd Earl, Castle Hill,jDevon March 81 Ford & Co, 


Cuseqeee, Ses Rosert Paterson, Royal cres, Holland Park av April 22 Neish & Co, 


Gopsy, Lucy ty, Buxton, ~~ A 13 Oram, Buxton 

Gounpritt, Epwarp, plage ‘orks April 80 30 Iveson & Co, Hull 
Gairrin, WitLiaM, Aston, : a & Bons, 

GuLLAND, Wituram Grusepr!, Lime ai Feb7 B , Surrey at 
Hawkins, Jouw Gorn, Dover April 20 Trinder & Co, 

an, seam, © ~ preeen rd, Forest hill April 8 Hawkes & Co, Borough High et, 
Hottaxp, Wituiam, Birmingham April 23 Brooks, Bi: 

Hotmes, Faxwy, Spilsby, Lincs ‘Apr 6 Walker & Co, Srileey 


> Quesean, Skirbeck Quarter, Lincs, Farmer May 7 Millington & Simpson, 
Kissy, Joun hh Drayton rd, West Ealing April8 Corbould & Co, Henrietta st, 


Cav 
Lanz, Witti1aM Woohall Spa, Lincs May 7 Millington & Simpeon, Boston 
Luerb, Jou nee Cape Town, Cape of Good Hope April 12 Norton & Co, Old 


Looxett, Mary Ann, Horning, Norfolk a. = 30 Overbury & Co, Norwich 
Maner, Many Awx, Manchester March 30 Pegge, 
Miiis, Henry, Walsall, Lock Manufacturer A 20 Evans, Walsall 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
& Pombertena Lincoln’s inn 


Mowsray. Jouy, Ryton. April 25 BStobo & Li 

omen, 6 Cuastes James, Eove, Sussex -April 8 

Pexpaep, Mary Axn tford April 8 Addin, Fenchurch st 

Pickeaina, Groner any pet 5 & Scriven, Leeds 

Pratt, , PAREN, Barnby Manor, or Ne » Notts April 20 Gadsden & Co, Bedford 
Pours, "Eowsr, Jaan, Southwick, Hants, Grocer April 30 Cousins & Burbidge, 


Romitiy, Marcarer Paruip, Bi April10 Hores & eo Lincoln’s inn fields 
Bosna, Se Whastan Howakrp, CVO, DL, LLD March 31 Soames & Co, 


Bimingham 


Suaw, Josern, 


Boorr, @: wae Court aq, Naval 

hg ay .- a. ‘aval Architect April 30 Sanders, King William st 

AYLOR, ALFaEpD, " 
Rochdale 


Evans, Walsall 
w nteatean Dealer March 26 Wiles & Thompson, 





Taca, en Sees Camberwell, Stock Dealer April 20 Stevens & Drayton, 
sheet Evizasers, Ald! Herts March 22 Ga: Hare, +g yl 
soon, Epwaagp, Stoke ep be Norfolk, Coach Bader April 10 Mellor, 
Wessun Racuet, Simonstone, Lancs April 1 

Wa rox, Sura, Blackburn, —l— Fy 16 Marit, Bink La ag 


Wareaman, Exiza, a. Kent April 11 » 
‘Winoars, Cataerine, Toynton all trite & On, Co, Bpllsby * 


WIixtss, Mary Exizasets, Torquay April 12 xy ms Fuller, 
London Gasette.—Faipay, March 15. jet 
Lincs, Dealer March 31 Sowter, Brigg 
Ayscoves, Joun Wit.1am, North Kelsey, Lincs, Farmer March 31 Sowter, Brigg 


Exizasets Caarvorte, Snaresbrook April 20 Vigers, Frederick’ Old Jew: 
Mary, ain April 6 + —"¥ nie ies oe ‘4 
Ww yg Minster 


, Any, Buckland Newton, Dorset April 15 
Birp, ap, Si.ne Gesnssnn, 1 eelioitce ~ He . 0 Calin & Co, fi 


Ayes, Cuaries, 






, Rev Sreruex, Uffeulme, Devon April 18 


Bagver, Francis Joun Ricuarp, Auckland ty Uoper 2 Norwood, Stockbroker 15 
Greenip & Co, George Mansion H 
Brown, Magiana, Newton Heath, Manchester 16 


Buaney, The Ven CHARLES, Surbiton Sinn i 8 inn fields 


Cans, Anraue Hiaas, ye 
Cooxixe, Faxpericx Joan, B allen tauthe on 
Caooxe, Frepesiox Avoustixe, G@ 

Guildford 


Dapor, Jouw, Perry Barr, Staffs April 18 RAS Oe, Behe, 

oe ~ Pn Lee, Kent, Licensed April 17 Whiteley, High st, 
outh war 

Daarpsr, Caro.ine, Carshalton April12 Hood, peg beng 

—- - Witiiam Davey es => Locko Derby AprilS Taylor & Co, 


Dysox, Mancanee, Bradford April19 Wright & Co, Bradford 

Epasox, Grorce Wiiiiam, Garway rd, Westbourne grove, Riding Master April 17 
Dimond & Son, Welbeck st, Cavendish sq : 

sees ~~ ae Hexay, St Albans rd, Keatiagton Palace May 31 Crook, Lincoln’s 


lds 
Gaues, Eveaxon, Whitby, es pia 15 Buchannan & Sons, ty me 
Garpyer, Grorce, Whi 19 Mowll & scountant hoetl 37'S 
Giiften, Belson. 27 Barry & Harris, 


noe AgTHus Wiruram, Clifton, 
Ganesassen, Mary Jaye, Ashton under Lyne April13 Bromley & Hyde, Ashton under 


Harcey,Hovens Autus, Brighton Southport oo P & es 
arRison, Eviza EN, ae verpool 
Haswarp, E.vex Hacemay, aterlooville, Southampton Southampton April 26 Hasties, Lincoln's 


inn 
Hays, Axx, Bournemouth April 27 Bertram, Suffolk st, Pall Mall 
Severus, < James, Cronton, nr Prescot, Lancs, Lancs, Licensed Victualler April 19 Peters, 


Jonzs, Exiza, Walsall April 13 Platt, W 
Jorpax. MagMapuke ermputh, Baio Yorks, Farmer wh 28 "Burt Barto & Hon, t Yarmoxth Yorks 


Laws, Witu1am, Gt Yarmouth, Sailmak 

Lawsow, Susanna, Whitchurch James & James, Ely pl, 
Holbora circus 

Lives, ALrrep Samugt, Milton next Gravesend April 30 Woodroffes & Ashby, Eastcheap 

McCue.iay, Grace Katuanine, Bath April18 Rooke & Co, aoe 

McCie.iay, Joun yf Bath A 18 Rooke & 

——— 1 mon Woltoce st, Grosvenor sq, Wine ioe April 26 James & 

me Raymond bidgs, Gray’sinn April 26 James & James, 

aneeuneen,” E1zaBets, Stockton on Tees April 20 Watson, Stockton on Tees 

Mipp.ztox, Ricnarp Hewry, Walsall ete gy! May 6 Evans, Walsall 

Mitcre.t, Borura, April 30 King S Seenene 

Moanis, Peter, ‘Tynewydd, Meliden, Flint,  —y Amis Foulkes-Roberts, 

Nieip, Taomas ScHOLFig.p, Ashton under Lyne 30 Bottomley & Son, 


Parraiver, Gt Barr, Staffs April30 Slater & rae Butcroft, Darlaston 
Ricketts, _-~ Srzruzn, New North rd, Hoxton, House Agent April 30 Syrett & 


Rossars, Rossar io Llandudno, Draper April 15 Chamberlain & oo 


Savace, Atraep James, Abbotts Ann, Southampton March 20 
Surect, [sane ia, Wi Wooler, Northumberland rag 20 Hodgson. ony suo yo 
Siater, Joux, sen, Higher Walton, er Preston, Builder April 5 W Bamber 


8 , Bi . Ealing April 30 Pi & Mitchell, B-dford row 
re Joux, Water! aterioo fe, nington “Apel 8, 18 8,H W &S8 Patey, Lt ali 
Tempce, Anruor, Alsager, Ww verpoo. - 


Tuogyuity, Joux, Flixton, or Soden, Designer April 17 

Tonxeus, Witi1am, East Grinstead & Co, New Broad st 

TovareiL, Georars, Avenue Kiéber, Denton & Co, nays ina pl s 
burg April 12 Plunkett & Leader, st Paul's 


Loé, Baron Exce.sgat Vox, Charlotten! 
church: 


yard 
Waarmay, Joun, Thornton Heath ril16 Ashurat & yeh ay yf 
war er oat Euizaners, West vil Wandsworth & James, Ely pl, 
olborn 


Wars, Tuomas deus, Shirley, Warwick, Cattle Dealer April 13 Mitchell & Chattock, 
way, a Ascott, Whichford, sa Farmer April 15 Hancock & Co, 
WILkI. Seamean ay ra hg Ke ‘t Son Bailey 


Woop, Wisox, 
Woopnett, Ex:iey, Flixton 


Youne, Janz JErrERsON, Gascmeea I fey 7 Dees & anchors upon Tyne 
London Gaszette,—Turspay, March 19, 

Apams, Danre., Madeley, Salop, May1 Potts & P Brosely 

ARNOTT, Monmouth 25 Phillips te be 


WARD, & 
Sunnesenen, Huaaas, Hook Green, Wi Kent June 1 Chancellor & Ridley, 


Brooxs, Szwnny, Leigh, Lancs, March 25 Dootson, Leigh, Lancs 
Brows, Euma, Oxford tt 1s Brain & Brain, Rea?ing 

Burwagp, Sasan Janez, Norwich April 30 

Curprrspa.t, ExizaBetH AGyas, Ingleton, Yorks April 19 Hall & Co, 
Cuementi, ALice Cagpwe.t, Hulme, 





Axxp, Woodville May 4 Jackson, st 
yy South Lopham, Norfolk ik Apell Garrod & Wilson, Diss 
Caceate, Cuanias Rowann, Liverpoal Apel 1¢ Samp Co, Serepen 
Eiuiort, Hasaiern, Stechford, Worcester April 93° 3 & Bons, 
Guicsox, Quanta ax, Norwich Apel Hackham & Sayer, orwich 
HARROLD, Bsomano, Kenley, Surzey seat to “Gearey, Verulam bidgs, Gray's ina 
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Havitanp, Groros Dansy, Slievyre Estcourt, Natal June15 Janson & Co, College hill, 


April15 Joyce & Co, Williton 
April16 Wilmshurst & Stones, Huddersfield 


non st 
Hawkes, Tomas, Williton 
Hizey, Astox, Huddersfield 
Hirst, Lypia, ” Oidham April16 Ascroft & Co, Oldham 


Somerset, Land Agent 


Hoveutox, Ctrasert Carpwet, South Shore, Blackpool April13 Butcher, Blackp ol 
Howarp, Atraep WILLIAM, Forthbridge rd, Clapham Common April 24 Tyrrell & Co, 


Albany Court yard, Piccadilly 


Inpgrwick, Susan, Tregunter rd, South Kensington April 15 Peacock & Goddard, 


South sq, Gray’s inn 


Mavpe, Exven, Greetland, nr Halifax May 4 Barber & Jessop, Brighouse 
Mowno, Hewny Grorce, Worcester May 15 Hulme, Worcester 
March 23 Jackson, Sheffield | 
Newrox, Aurrzp W1Lson, Putney April30 Ingpen & Armitage, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Oxcer, Mary Axx, Mecklenburgh st, Mecklenburgh sq April 26 Maskell & Nisbet, 


Neepaam, James, Sheffield Oak Tool Chest Maker 


John st, Bedford row 


Perry, Rosert F REDERIC, Swansea, Seaman’s Outfitter April4 AS T Lucas, Rutland 


st, Swansea 


Rameter, Hawnan, Sparkhill, Worcester March 30 Smith & Sone, Hyde 
Rockett, Marcaret, West Bowling, Bradford May 1 Ridgway & Ridgway, Dewsbury 
Ropway, Axys, Belitha villas, Barnsbury April 30 Ingpen & Armitage, South sq, 


Gray’s inn 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gaze'te,—Fripay, March 15. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Baixey, Ronert Hanps, Greet, Worcester, ae Turner 
Birmingham Pet March 13 Ord March 

Brook, Joseru, Leeds, Licensed Victuali 44 heals Pet 
Feb 20 Ord March 9 

Brown, Haroitp Gissox, Huddersfield, +d 
Huddersfield Pet March 13 Ord March | 

Crare-Deane, Coanies ANTHONY, Jermyn st igh Court 
Pet Jan2 Ord March 12 

Coorsr, Samugt, New Tredegar, Mon, Grocer Tredegar 
Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Dickie, RosextT Fiemina, Stratford, Credit Draper High 

urt Pet Jan15 Ord March 8 

Doveuerty, Henatetta Mavup, Buckingham st, Strand 
High Court Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Dovssty, Donato Wattace, Effra rd, Brixton, Boarding 
house Keeper High Court Pet March 9 Ord March 12 

Drew, Evszy Henny, Leytonstone, Essex, Commercial 
Clerk HighCourt Pet Feb6 Ord March 12 

——. Joun, East Stonehouse, a Photographer 

ymouth Pet March 12 Ord March 1 

pat. Frank, Kiogeton upon Hull, Groce Kingston 
upon Hull Pet March 13 Ord March 1 

Bras, Agee? Eryest, Gillingham, Kent, Fitter Rochester 
Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Froggatt, Puiuir, Handsworth, Grocer 
Pet March 8 Ord March 13 

Gisson, James Epwarp, Shepherd’s Bush green, Pharma- 
eee Chemist High Court Pet Dec 17 Ord 


Draper 


Birmingham 


einen: a Grorcr, Swansea, Jeweller Swansea 
Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Hanoest, Berninoron, roy eet ee Birming- 
ham Pet Marchi11 Ord March 

Hareisonx, Witviam, Maidstone, il Maidstone 
March 13 Ord March 21 

Hewina, Frank, and Georce Morecay, im Flint, 

Builders Chester Pet Feb 25 Ord March 

Hinpes, Groror, Redland, Bristol, Boot a 
Bristol Pet Jan 30 Ord March 12 

Hupson, Witu1am, Elliott’s Town, New Tredegar, Mon, 
Grocer Tredegar Pet Feb 22 Ord March 12 

Honter, Wii.1am Epwix, Kingston upon Hull, Builder 
Kingston upon Hull Pet March 13 Ord march 13 

JAMES, —_ ane Builder Brighton Pet 

li r 

Jonzs, Humpnary, selly Park, Worcester, Grocer Bir- 
minghum Pet Feb 22 Ord ‘March 12 

Kina, Berwarp, Redland, — on Mariner Bristol 
Pet Feb 23 ‘Ord March 1 

Kitsox, t REpeRIck Joun, ae! Fraxk Paocror Rosinson, 
Soothiil, Dewsbury, Blank et rae Dewebury 
Pet March 12 Ord March 1 

Lewis, Henry Ricnarp, Merthy r Tydfil, Tinware Manu- 
facturer Merthyr Tydfil Pet March 11 Ord March 11 

MoMurray, Wiitiam Jonny, Swansea, Clerk Swansea Pet 

12 Ord March 12 

Mirson, James, Denmark rd, Camberwell, Iron Church 
Builder High Court Pet "March 12 Ord March 12 

Movutp, Grores, Gunthorpe, nr Peterborough, Dairyman 

borough Pet March11 Ord March 11 


Peter! 
Mysgnrs, Daviv, H M Prison, Brixton Wandsworth Pet 
Machine 


Jan 30 Ord March 12 

Naspy. Lamp.ucu, Stockton on Tees, Sewi 
Agent Stockton on Tees Pet March 11 Ord March 11 

— Wi.uiasM Jounx, Sudbury, —_— Tailor Burton 

a Trent Pet March 11 Ord March 

Pannen, Farpeaicx Saeeee, Blackpool, Pre.ton Pet 
Feb 23 Ord March 1 

Pixsox, Henry, re a Wolver- 
hampton Pet March 11 Ord March 

Rayrizip, Wiii1am Henay, Rosherville, ‘Northfleet, ” ia 
Builder Rochester Pet March 13 Ord March 1 

Rippin, ArgTHUR JonNn, Mountnessing, — a 
Chelmsford Pet Marchi2z Ord March 

Ropeats, Joun James, Caegwision, Te sen Salop, Farm 
Bailiff Wrexham Pet March 11 Ord March li 

Rossiter, Rosext Hazry, Chilbam, = Butcher 
Canterbury Pet Marchil Ord March i 

Rorurizip, Hawnau Repecca, Welreinemten, Clothier 
Wolverhampton Pet Feb11 Ord March 13 

Tuomas, Wittiam Moxean, - tated Glam Aberdare 
Pet March 11 Urd March 1 

Tioxie, Wituiam Evan, - kd rd, Bayswa‘ 

t High Court Pet March 13 . Ord March 18 

Trsow, a Whitecroft, Gosforth, Cumberland, Builder 

Millom Pet March 18 Ord March 13 


Pet 


ter, Draper's 


oodcock, Hi 
STALLAgD, Wituam, 


Auc 





Woopcock, Jou, Dewey st, 
| Youne, Mary, Hastings April 








) WALLER, Banas, Sheffield, Baker Sheffield Pet March 11 


| Ord March 1 
Waattey, oe Dukinfield, Chester, Joiner Ashton 
| under Lyne Pet March 13 Ord March 13 
Wuar ey, Esenezer, Totton, Southampton, Baker South- 
ampton Pet Feb 25 Ord March 13 
Wuiresouse, Grorce, Kidderminster, 
Kidderminster Pet March11 Ord 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED a= RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCIND 


Barcray, Henry James, enone Kent, Secretary of 
Colonial Gold Fields, Limited High Court Ord Oct ll, 
1897  Adjud Dec 14, 1897 Resc and Annul March 11 


London Gasette.—Turspay, March 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ABNRTT, WALTER, yo a Bootmaker Rochester Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 

Ackxers, Rocer Arnoip, Leigh, Lanes, Colliery Joiner 
Bolton Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Arxins, Joun Witiiam, Newport. Mon, House Agent 
Newport, Mon Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

Barber, Georar, Preston, Painter Preston Pet March 16 

March 16 

Baowy, Ursan Aatuur, .~<y= x : cree Butcher 
Ipswich Pet March 13 Ord 

sem & Co, Leadenhall st mene ~ay Pet Nov2 Ord 
feb 5 

CoLz, Syypry, Dunton Green, Sevenoaks, Butcher Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet March 15 Ord 15 

Cur.er, Cyrus, Birmingham, Glass Dealer Walsall Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 

ate st Within, Merchant High 

rd ——_ 15 

sz Vee tes Steward 


General Dealer 
ll 


Drearer, 8 H, Bisho 
Court Pet Feb 20 

Epmoxps, Bensamin Harry, 
Ipswich Pet March 14 Grd. 

Evisu, Fraepericx Corngvivs, Psa ~ Islington, Cab 
Proprietor High Court Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Go.pBere, ALFarp, Angel ct, a st, Financier 
High Gourt Pet Oct 29 Ord March 

GrReenaLL, Joserpa Procror, Morecambe, Boot Maker 
Preston Pet March 16 Ord March 1 

Gerener, Gronce ALFaen, Gelynog, nr a Glam, 
Colliery Proprietor Pontypridd Pet March 4 Ord 
March 14 

Hayter, Maerua, Bruton, Somerset, Baker, Yeovil Pet 
March 16 Ord March 16 

Staffs, Licensed 


Joun ALexanper, Willenhall, 
Wolverhampton Pet March 15 Ord 


Homes, Tuomas, Hunslet, Leeds, Licensed Victualler 
Leeds Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

Howe, Mary Evizapera, and a Hazotp Hows, Leeds, 
Bakers Leeds Pet March 1 March 15 

Jarvis, Lovis Grorer, Gt = alloy Shoeing Smith Gt 
Yarmouth Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

, WILtraM, nnn jae Tra Collier 

Merthyr Tydfil Pet March 15 Ord March 1 

Loacu, Faep, West Bromwich, “stato, tl West 
Bromwich Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Mavoenam, CHARLES, See, Sanaa, Saddier Burnley Pet 

March 1 


March 16 Ord 
Mercatr & Gaga, Serjeants’ inn, PY a st, Architects 
Brick Manu- 


High Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Feb 
Mitts, Stonzy Joszers, Pensnett, Staffs 
facturer Stourbri Pet Feb 23 Ord March 13 
Morris, Tuomas, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet March 15 
4 forth, Leeds, Engineer Leeds 
Morris, Toomas, Horsfo = 
Pet March 15 Ord March 
Paircouett, Sopata Paiscitia, salisbury, Butcer Salisbury 
Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Ricuagps, James, Frome, Butcher Frome Pet March 15 
Ord March 15 


1 
Stumosps, Gzorce, Darlaston, — - p Victualler Wal- 
sall Pet March 14 Ord March 
Srepuens, Davikt, ere ‘ ‘rmarthen, Haulier Car- 
marthen Pet Marchi4 Ord March 1 
Srrone, ALBERT Epwaagp, he ~ Cumberland, Grocer 
Cockermouth Pet March 18 Ord March 1 
am James, Horncastie, een Coal Dealer Lincoln 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 
Tzss, ye Haypew, Ciarges st, Piccadilly High Court 
Pet Dec il Ord Jan 17 
WaALker, Seathen, Alieston, Staffs, -\ e Burton 
. on _ > March 16 Sok eee 6 } 
uLe, James, Trump st, Manufacturer’s Agent High 
Coart Pet Feb23 Ord March 14 


Hit, 
Victualler 
March 15 





Rours, ExizaseruH Mary Any, Cheltenham Aprill4 Leman & Co, Bloomsbury sq 
Suyra, i Wagan Poseeve, > & Queen st, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitor 

olborn 
raxall, Somerset, Farmer May17 Tarr & Sons, Bristol 
Srawtoy, Marcaret Anne, Elm Park gardens April18 Bird & Bird, Gray’s inn sq 
Srewaart, Rosert 810ss, Bridgend April19 Reynolds & James, Birming ham 
Surrers, Caantes Feevitts, Mainsforth Hall, Durham April 26 pm ll Bishop 


April 19 Venn 


and 
Tay or, — Maera, Temple Sowerby, Westmorland April 20 Little & Lamonby, 
Penrit! 
Tompson. Isanetta, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks, Grocer March 30 Faber & Co, Stockton 
on Tees 
he ~ pecrane, Stoke Ferry, Norfolk, Coach Builder April 10 Mellor, Downham 
Mar 


| Waira, Saran, Walton, Radnor May2 Temple & Philpin, Kington, Hereford 

| wan eg Kiya, Waltham Abbey, Essex, Licensed Victualler April 13 Jessop 
, Waltham Abbey 

| ee Faeperiox Wituiam, Winchester May8 Pilley & Mitchell, Bedford row 

Wiian, Acres, ——. Yorks April19 Thompson & Co, Lancaster 

ae Graveney April 18 Wilkinson & Son, Bermondsey st 


Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asyett, Watts, Gillingham, Kent, Bootmaker April 8 
at 11.30 115, High st, Rochester 
Acxers, Rocer Arnoip, Leigh, Lancs, Colliery Joiner 
March 28 at 3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Bisnor, Witu1am, Sheffield, Electro Plate Manufacturer 
March 27at 1° Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Browy, Haroip Gresox, Hudderstleld, Fancy Draper 
March 28 at 2.30 Off Rec, Prudential bldgs, New st, 
Huddersfield 
Comme & ¥ So Leadenhall st March 28at11 Bankruptcy 
arey st 
jouw, Bearwood, Innkeeper April 1liat12 Queen’s 
in; 
Cox, arta iff, Fruit Merchant March 27 at 3 
Of 117, Bt Mary st, Cardiff 
Dixox, omens Epuunp Mac.iean, Freshfield, Lancs, 
Stockbrokers’ Clerk April 8 at 1030 Off "Ree, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 
Doaeert, Joun Howarp, Ealing, Wine Merchants’ 
Manager March 27 at 12 14, Bedford row 
Daearer, 8 H, Bishopsgate st Within, Merchant March 28 
atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Exisna, Farpgaicx Corye.ivs, Torrens yard, Torrens st, 
slington, Cab aaa March 28 at 12 "Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 
Evans, Atpert Ernest, Gillingham, Fitter March 25 at 
12 115, High st, Rochester 
Favulkyer, Louis, Birmingham March 28 at 12.30 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 
Go.pBEaa, fom An et, Throgmorton st, Financier 
March 27 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Semeane ArtTuur, Rounds Green, Oldbury, 
Worcester March 27 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 


Hasrgisoy, Witt1aM, Maidstone, Grocer March 27 at 10.30 
9, King st, Maidstone 

Henne, Feanx, and George Morcaxn, Shotton, Flint, 
Builders March 27at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
Chester 

Ho.vosong, Coarres Naprer, Eastbourne, Chimney Swee 
March 26 at 1 County Court Offices, Seaside r 


Coon 


Gairrin, 


Eastbourne 

Hotes, T'nomas, Hunslet, Leeds, Licensed Victualler 
March 27 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 8 

Hews, Mary Exizasertn, and Jonn Haroitp Hows, Leeds, 


ers @atil Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Iuirr, Harotpo, H M Prieon, Durham, Estate Agent 
March 27 at 2.30 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
James, Ricuaep, bana, Builder March 27 at12 Off 
Ree, 4, Pavilion = ite. righton 
Jenxixes, P H, Beckenham, Baker March 28at12 132, 
ork , Westminster Bridge 
Kirsox, Vansansox Joun, and Franx Paocror Rosixsoy, 
Soothill, Dewsbury, Blanket Manufacturers March 27 
at1l Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 
Lezcu, Harry, Shaw, Lancs, Machinist March 27 at 12 
Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
Mercatr & Gaeia, Serjeants’ inn Fleet st, Architects 
March 27 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Mokais, Tuomas, Horsforth, or L por ’ Engineer March 27 
at 12 Off Rec, 22, Park’ row, 
Mokrzis, Tuomas, Leeds, Joiner tenn 28 at 11.30 Of 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
O’Nei.1, Wit114M Joun, Sudbury, Staffs, Tailor March 27 
atil Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
OxsLow, Frepeaiox ALFaED, a4 Daisy WuirsHeaD, 
orchester, Fruiterers March 28 at 1 Off Rec, City 
chmbrs, Catherine st, bury 
Parkes, be Busgcua.t, ‘Altrincham, Draper March 27 at 
3 Rec, Byrom st, Manches 
MES. Caaaies Joun, Gt St Helen’ 8, Bishop:gate st, 
oe March 23 at 12 Bankruptey bidgs, 


Heney, Rosherville, Northfleet, 
25 at 11.15 115, High st, 


Carey 

Raversen, <— 
Kent, Builder 

Grorce, Witttam Hoxuey, and Freperick 

Rogers, Malpas, Cheshire, Motor Agents March 28 at 
11.15 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Seape tt, WiLL1am, Moseley, Birmingham, Farmer March 
28 at 12.30 Of Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Tay.or, ALBert Heaney, Sheffield, Brassfounder March 
27 at 12. Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheflield 

Tess, Rosert Haypen Clarges st, Piccadilly March 27 at 
12 uptey bidgs, Carey st 

Tickize, Witt1am Evan, Queen’s rd, Bayswater, Draper's 
Assistant March 28 at 11 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Waties, Sasan, Sheffield, Baker March 27 at 12.30 Off 
Ree, Figtree lo, Shetfi 1a 











907- 
ry 8q 
19 Venn 


l 
inn sq 










8, Bishop 






Lamonby, 
, Stockton 







Downham 


d 
is Jessop 








dford row 






nondsey st 










April 8 






ry Joiner 






nufacturer 





y Draper 
1 New st, 








ankruptcy 






Queen’s 


h 27 at 8 
















d, Lanes, 
f Rec, 365, 


{erchants’ 










March 28 







‘orrens st, 
snkruptcy 


eh 25 at 
2.30 191, 












Financier 


Oldbury, 
ration st, 







7 at 10.30 







m, Flint, 
gate row, 








ey Sweep 
aside rd, 







Victualler 
yz, Leeds, 
ww, Leeds 
te Agent 
rland 

t12 Off 
t12 132, 










LOBINSON, 
March 27 
Dewsbury 
27 at 12 
irchitects 
March 27 


Of 









|.39 





March 27 





ITEHEAD, 
Rec, City 


rch 27 at 








gate st, 
j blige, 


orth fleet, 
High st, 









,EDERICK 
rch 28 at 
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WHALtey, a. Dukinfield, Chester, Joiner March 27 at 
2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, ‘Manchester 


Wooo, RowLanp, Blackpool, Restaurant aye 
March 28 at 8 Cff Rec, Prudential bldgs, New st, 
Huddersfield 

Woopwarp, Jouy, Birmingham, Accountants’ Clerk 


Birmingham March 23 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Auyett, Water, Gillingham, Bootmaker Rochester Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 

Acxers, Rocer Arnotp, Leigh, Lanes, Collier Bolton 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Arxixs, Joan Wicwitam, Newport, Mon, House Agent 
Newport, Mon Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

Avstix, Wiutram Joan, Penarth, Glam Cardiff Pet 
March 9 March 16 

Bazser, Grores, Preston, Painter Preston Pet March 
16 Ord March 16 

Bexyett, Marcus Getees, Slough, Plumber Windsor 
Pet Feb6 Ord March 14 

Bittrsetox, Jons Henry, Tarporley, Coal Merchant 
Nantwich and Crewe Pet Jan25 Ord March 15 

Brows, Ursay Artuuer, Grundisburgh, Suffolk, Butcher 
Ipswich Pet March 18 Ord March 13 

Campsett-Eveapex, Wrsam Prestos, Laurence 
Pountney hill, 1 Promoter High Court Pet 
Oct9 Ord March 1 

Coz. Sypyey, peuaen Green, Goveneele, pam 
Tunbridge Wells Pet March 15 Ord March 


Coox, Joux, Bearwood, Innkeeper Reading Pet Feb 18 
Ord March 15 

Doccett, Jonw Howarp, Pittshanger rd, Ealing Brent- 
ford Pet March8 Ord March 14 ‘ 

Duxe, Epcar Lorp Perrin, Plymouth, Builder Plymouth 
Pet Feb14 Ord March 15 ’ 

Epmonps, Brexvamis Haray, Ipswich, are Steward 
Ipswich Pet March 14 Ord March 1 


Evisua, Frepericx Coryerivs, Torrens 4 Islington, Cab 
Proprietor High Court Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

GREENALL, Josera Proctor, Morecambe, Boot Maker 
Preston Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Hayrer, Marraa, Bruton, Somerset, Baker Yeovil Pet 


March 16 Ord March 16 : 

Hicxs, Cuartes Ciement, Curdridge, — aa Hants 
Southampton Pet Feb 20 Ord March 1 

Hitt, Joun ALexanper, Willeohall, Staite, Licensed 
Victualler Wolverhampton Pet March 15 Ord 
March 15 ; ’ 

Ho.wes, Tuomas, Hunslet, Leeds, Licensed Victualler 
Leeds PetMarch13 Ord March 1 


Hour, Witt1am, Blackburn, Tea Merchant Blackburn 
Pet Feb 27 Ord March 14 
Howe, Mary Euizazers, and Joun Harotp Hows, Leeds, 


Bakers Leeds Pet March 15 Ord March 15 
Hunt, Jonx, Shoe In High Court Pet Feb 13 Ord 
March 16 : 
Jeatous, Water Kexxey, Whetstone, Middlesex, 


Journalist Barnet Pet March 4 Ord March 15 
ee = 3 Beckenham, Baker Croydon Pet Feb 9 
15 
Jon Wittram, Pentrebach, Merthyr ag Collier | 
aac Tydfil Pet March 15 Ord March 





Loaca, tg West Bromwich, Staffs, Dairyman West | 


Bromwich Pet March 14 Ord March 1 


Partcaert, Sopara Priscria, Salisb' Butcher Salisbury 
Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Ricaagps, James. Frome, Somerset, Butcher Frome Pet 


15 Ord March 15 
Sorimsuaw, Joun, Gedney, Lincoln, Farmer King’s Lynn 
Pet Feb 1t Ord aah ie 
Serrett, pune, F oeley, Piepinghem, Farmer 
Warwick rd M: 
Srimonps, ) Bay =: eae Staffs, a Tisoneed Victualler 
Walsall Pet March 14 Ord March 14 


Suita, Coartes Jonw Bovaws, Venetia < Cuteonbe rd, 
Coldharbour ln High Court Pet Nov 30 Ord asf 18 

Srarxig, Wititam, on Builder Leicester 
Feb 21 Ord March 

Srepnens, Daniet, Lando, Carmarthen, Haulier Car- 
marthen Pet March14 Ord March 14 

Srroxa, ALbeet Epwarp, Workin . Cumberland, Grocer 
Workington Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

Tayirs, James, Horncastle, a Coal Dealer Liacoln 
Pet March 15 Ord March 1 

Waker, Samvet, Admaston, Btafte, Blacksmith Burton 
on Trent Pet March 16 Oni March 16 

Warps Josepa Watres, jun oy , Willingdon, Sussex, Boot 
Repairer Eastbourne Pet ‘March 12 Ord March 14 


London Gazette.—Fatpay, March 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Attsop, Groner, Stanton under Bardon, Markfield 
Leicester, Farmer Leicester Pet March 18 Ord 
March 18 

ANDERSox, Seances Paumer, Gateshead, Fried Fish aed 
Newcastle o: yne Pet March 16 Ord March 1 

AnpReEws, Guoese WARD, Stourport, eae, Publican 

idderminster Pet March 19 Ord March 1 

Armstroxe, Harner, St Breward, om beteee 
Truro ‘Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Baxter, , Passes, Mansfield, wen, Builder Nottingham 
Pet March 19 ‘Ord March 1 

Beicet, Davis, Leman st, tees High Court Pet 
Feb 28 March 19 


Bewxninotox, Water, Salford, Lancs, Grocer Salford 
Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Buiacksurn, Jon, Cleckheaton, ee og Wire Drawer Brad- 
ford Pet March 19 Ord March 

Burren, F Forsrer, Guildhall "Am Basinghall st 
High Court Pet Feb 20 Ord March 18 

Buiiock, Currorp F. T., Savoy mans, Strand High 
Court Pet Feb 25 Ord March 18 

Buake, Atrrep Davin, Golden sq, Commercial Traveller 
High Court Pet Feb 28 Ord farch 18 

Pet Feb 28 


Burrerwortn, James, Liverpool Liverpool 
Ord March 19 
Carter, Wittiam Atrrep, Derby, Glass Dealer Derby 
Pet March 18 Ord March 18 
Sir Grorcr oe Arruur, Woodbridge, 
uffolk Ipswich Pet April 23 Ord June 19 
Guam Samuet, Mytongate, King+ton uoon Hull, 
Licensed Victualler Kingston upon Hall Pet March 
19 Ord March 19 


| Cours, WILFaeD li Perthygleision Aberfan, Merthyr 
Ty Dealer Merthyr Tydfil Pet ‘March 18 
Ord March 1 


| Cooter, Josrra suereem, Shee pa Notts, Joiner Derby 
Pet March 18 Ord Ma 

| Correy, ome Waenn4 aoe. Hants, Bootmaker 
Portsmouth Pet March 19 Ord March 19 


Ga 


Maexvs, Fins 8v wee ag Leadenhall st ae Court Pet | | Convery, Ernest Horace, Swallowfield. 


Jan8 Ord 


March 16 Ord March 16 


or 
Reading Pet March 19 Ord March 19 


Grocer 
Mavouam, Cuarves, Colne, Lancs, Saddler Burnley Pet | | Creswick, Josern Wittiam, Sheffield, File Manager 
eld March 20 


May, Cuartes, Thame, Oxford, Confectioner 
Pet March 6 Ord March 1 


Aylesbury | Cromwe.t, Otiver, Southsea, 


13 
Mitis, Sypwey Josern, Pensnett, Staffs, Brick ans | 


facturer Stourbrid Pet Feb 28 Ord March 1 
Morris, Taomas, Horsforth, nr Leeds, Engineer 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 


Leeds 


Pet March 20 Ord 
Hants, ~~ Proprictor 
Portsmcuth ee — March 
Davies, Jevxin, Trefechan, wyth, Ca: Cardigan, Coa 
erchant Aberystwyth Pet 4 19 Ord 19 
Duaes, pe km Central _ Upper Norwood Croydon 
et Feb 


Morris, Tuomas, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet March 15 | Ditton, Frorence ooo ‘Gontral Hil, Upper Norwood 


Ord March 15 
Paterson, James, Stockwell rd, Stockwell, Rifle Range 
Proprietor High Court Pet ‘Feb16 Ord March 13 


ydon Pet Feb 26 Ord March 1 
Fisuea, gh ay Duwycay, iceman 
Agent High Court Pet March 12 Ord 


yy 





COMMISSION on LIFE POLICIES. 





No question as to Commission can arise with the 


EQUITABLE LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
which PAYS NO COMMISSION to Agents, but gives its Members the direct 
benefit of the large sums thus saved. The Society consequently pays remarkably 

high Bonuses. 


FOR MORE THAN A CENTURY THE CLAIMS 

PAID BY THIS SOCIETY HAVE BEEN 

(ON THE AVERAGE) MORE THAN DOUBLED 
BY THE ADDITION OF BONUSES. 








For copy of Prospectus and other information apply to the— 


EQUITABLE 


Life Assurance Society, 
MANSION HOUSE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





FUNDS EXCEED 4? 


MILLIONS, 








Ord 9 
cane, ee i Sates, Rete, Caeand on 
Hit, Harry, Husson le i) or Ki orks, 
Grocer Northallerton March 18 
aes dons,” Bourn Bourmenouth, Plumber pede Pet 


Jones, bh Carnarvon, Joiner Bangor 
% Pet March 19 x. Degsuwy,, Cs 


~ awe 2 Market, Southwark, Surrey, 
Lavy, Lan High Cook Pot Feb'id. Ord Masch 30 
Moor, Btockport 


Livsey, Joun Wituram, Heatoa 
Pet March 4 Ord March 20 
McNaveat, Wituiam, Ambleside, Westmorland, Tailo 
hy 
eLp, Taomas Corwexius, Chu y, 
‘Plumber Burton on Pet March 9 Ord 


March 19 
Masor, ag 4 Pn pom 2 
Dealer ‘et March 


Maxwe.t, Wittiax, 8 8t Dery 
Pet March 18 
ines, 5 Le , Neath, Gia Butcher Aberavon Pet 


» Meswdl Ne. Cveviden 
vent Le 


me... ee pee, 
Goods Dealer 


Kingston upon Hull "Pet. Mon" 20 Ord 
Bristol, Licensed Victualler Bristol 
7 Ord March 20 
Reap, Joan, Yeovil, Coachbuilder Yeovil Pet March 18 
Ord March 18 
Repwoop, Cuaates Jesse, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet 
March 19 Ord March 19 


Suaxsreans, Agrave, Small 
ance Bi 


Pops, ALraep Jonx, 
Pet March 


, Birmingham, Insur- 

Pet March 18 Ord 
March 1 

Sictry, Georor Arcamap, Oldham, Hairdresser Oldham 
Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Surra, Avseat, Swmdon, Plumber Swindon Pet March 
18 Ord March 18 


Smita, Joun Wiuuax Stockton on Tees, Crane Driver 
Stockton on Pet March 18 Ord March 18 
Printer’s Labourer York Pet 


SreraeEnson, io Leg 
. March 19 pM, 1 Bee 
TOCK AL: ERT wn-3 ~% 
B is ham Pet March 19 Ord 19 
Swinerer, WItuAM wakD, Leicester, Tailor 
Pet 18 Ord 


Temees, 4 ARravsg, +4 Wood Turner Deaby Pet 
March 20 Ord March 


We.ca, ie Hanslope, Hark 18 Os 
“a et March 18 Ord March 18 
WEsTLake, Ps, Great st, Camden Town, Vene- 
tian B pone Maker High C Pet March 20 Ord 


Ww i epErick Tom, Knighton, Radnor, Carriage 
"Builder "Tocmiasee Pet March 19 Ord March 19. 


Wixinsoy, Atsert Epwarp, Handsworth, Staffs, Con- 
fectioner’s Manager Birmingham Pet March 18 Ord 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette 


of Feb 19: 
Banister, Coartes Joun, Bourn, Cambs, Farmer Cam- 
bridge Pet Dec 31 Ord Feb 16 


Amended notice substituted for that blished in the 
London Gazette of March 15: 

Wassape, Freep, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Solace Ashton 
under Lyne Pet March 13 Ord March 18 


FIRST MEBTINGS. 


Go Gateshead 
Apa 8 at it 0 Of Bae ao, adoalnn en, 


castle on 
Basses, Sosnen. 3 Preston, Painter April 3 at 11.30 Off 
Ree, 14, st, Preston 


Fish 


ANDERSON, 
Dealer New- 


Brioeu, Davis, st, Hairdresser April 5at1 Bank- 
ru; 
Biacksven, Joz, ton, Yorks, Wire Drawer April 
Rec, 29, Manor row, ford 
Baitrox, W: 


ILLI Choriton cum Hardy, Man- 
, Profesor of Music April 4 at 3 Off Ree, Byrom 


2 Om hes, 98, Prigow a, 


Boom, Heasert Hewry, 
Victualler 


April 4 at 
Bi , U Agruve, Grundisburgh, t+ Butcher 
mete yea me ai chr, Bas st April 
urrex, F Fo 
Satil Bankru bidgs, Carey st 
Buttock, Ciirrorp Savoy mans, Strand April 4 at 12 
ery ies, Caser S 8q. Guaans Traveller 
Bua.ey, Leoxagp, and Wii11am Harry Bata, Waverton, 
Cheiter, Builders April 3 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate 
Couxis, Witraep Hew om. 
we 8 at 11.50 On hes Conate 
Rosonne, Bassai Hanae, I tere April 
Epwonps, Feayk, rt - March 30 
at ll’ Off Rec, House In, Hull 
ver Waste. eee st, wasettel 
F a og 4 at 
a 25 ion, York shia a Bee octane 
132, York Peon rd Wee a orig, oir 
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Gurocory, Grorce Artnur, Swansea, Jeweller 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Hawoern, Jaues, Church, Lancs, Mouse Furnisher April 
3at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Chanel st, Preston 

Hitt. Jouwx Aexanxper, Willenhall, Staffs, Licensed 
Victualler April 5at 1139 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Hunter, Witiiam Evwry, Kingston upon Hull, Builder 
March 39 at 11.39 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Jsrrenis, Jony, Bournemouth, Plumber’ April 3 at 3.30 
Messrs Curtis & Son, 158, Old Christchurch rd, Bourne- 


mouth 
Jones, Wituram, Pentrebach, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Collier April 3 at 11 Off Rec, County Court, 
hall, Merthyr Tydfil 
Joses, Witttam Haypy, Bridgend. Glam, Printer April 
3at12.15 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Levy, Lewis H. Borough Market, Southwark, Salesman 
April 4 at 2.30. Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Lewis, Hewry Ricnargp, Merthyr Tydfil, Glam, Tinware 
Manufacturer April 3 at 10.30 Off Rez, County 
Court, Townhall, Merthyr Tydfil 
Mc Murray, Witri1aM Jony, Swansea, Clerk April 5 at 12 
Off Re, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
May. Cuaartes, Thame, Oxford, Confectioner 
12 1,8t Aldates, Oxford 
Nassy, Lamptvons, Stockton on Tees, Sewing Machine 
sou’ April 10 at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 
rou, 
Paowam, Frepretcx Groror, Blackpool April 3 at 11 
Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Pixsox, ‘Hexny, Wolverhampton, Confectioner April 5 at 
11 ’ Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
Purvewers I tony PrisciLia, Salisbury, Butcher April 4 
atl Off Rec. City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
Paocrsr, Sie HARD, Darwen, Lancs, Butcher April 3 at 
10.45 Off Ree, 14, Chapel st Preston 
Roserts, Davin, Llanrwst, Denbigh, Butcher April 5 at 3 
Eagles Hotel, Lianrwat 
Scrimsaaw. Jonny, Gedney, Lincs, Farmer April 11 at 10.15 
Court House, Kings Lynn 
Stumoxps, Gzonrcer, Darlaston, Staffs, Licensed Victualler 
April 5 at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
Simpxix, Josern Witwiam, Linten, Derby, 
April 4ati1 Off Res, 47, Fuli st, Derby 
Sieianr, Jony Vincent. Gt Grimsby, Builder April 3 at 11 
ff Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 
Srepaens, Danie, Liandilo, Carmarthen, Haulier April 
Sati2 Off Ree, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Sreraenson, Heney, York, Prioter’s Labourer April 2 at3 
Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe ol, York 
Tayyes, JawRs, Horncastle, Lincs, Coal Dealer April 3 at 
2 ‘Off Rec, 31, Silver st. Lincoln 
Tuomas, Witt1AM Morar, Hirwain,Glam April 3 at3.15 
Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 
Wacker, Avsert, Kinver, Staffs, Grocer 
Dudiey Arms Hotel, Dudley 
Ware, Feepericx, Piggott st, 
Merchant April 5 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Weaxcn, Janez, Lilly Ho Farm, Hanslope, Bucks, Farmer 
pril3at11 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 
Witurams, Wiruam, Henfford, Mold, Flint, Carter April 
3 at 11.30 ct chmbra, Eastgate row, Chester 
Woruersroon & Co, Joun, Liverpool, Ship Owners April 
4at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Yue, James, Trump st, Manufacturer’s Agent 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atisop, Georcr, Stanton under Bardon, Markfield, 
Leicester, Farmer Leicester Pet March 18 Ord 
March 18 

Axpgssox, Gorpow Patmer, Gateshead, Fried Fish Dealer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Anprews, Grorce Epwarp, Stourport, Worcester, Pub- 
lican Kidderminster Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Armstrone, Harriet, St Breward, Cornwall, Innkeeper 
Truro Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Baxter, Hervert, Mansfield, Notts, Builder 
Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Buacxsvuen, Jor, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Wire Drawer Brad- 
foid Pet March 19 Ord Marc 

Carter, Witiiam ALraeep, Derby, Glass Dealer 
Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Cagexsman, Samvuet, Mytongate, Kingston upon Hull, 
Licensed Victualler Kingston upon Hull Pet March 
19 Ord March 19 

Co.tiis, Wu.reep Henry, Perthygleision, Aberfan, Merthyr 

1, General Dealer Merthyr Tydfil Pet March 18 
Ora March 13 
Cootey, Joszern Benrrram, = 1] 
Derby Pet March 13 Ord March 1 

Coomer, Antuur Josern, — Fruit Merchant 
Pet Feb 26 Ord March 1 

Corrrey, Sypyey Wi-viam, Senet an gel 
Portsmouth Pet March19 Ord March 

Cogpeay, Exxest Horacr, Swallowfield, ” Reading, 
Grocer Reading Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Crzswick, Josera Wiv.iam, Sheffield, File Manager 
Sheffield Pet March 20 Ora March 20 

Cromweit, Oxiver, Southsea, Hants, Cab Proprietor 
Portsmouth Pet March 20 Ord March 20 

Curisr, Craus, Birmingham, Glass Dealer Walsall Pet 
March 14 Ord March 15 

Trefechan, Aberystwyth, 
tt Aberystwyth Pet March 


April 5 


Glam, 
Town- 


March 30 at 


Off 


Bricklayer 


April 4 at 11 


Limehouse, Provision 


April 4 at 


Nottingham 


Derby 


Notts, Joiner 


Cardiff 


Bootmaker 


Cardigan 


19 Ord 

March 19 

Fowisr, Wituiam Joux, Duntisbourne Abbotts, Glos, 
Farmer Swindon Pet Feb 4 Ord March 18 

<= nae, ae ate, Durham, Baker Durham 

reh 18 

Geum, 4 ae z "Wokingham, Hairdresser Reading Pet 
March 19 Ord March 1 

Gneenen, Gronor ALraep, Gelyn 
noe Proprietor Pontypri d Pet March 4 


a --4 Josern, Batley, Yorks, Coal Merchant 

wm Dewsbury Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Hepes, Jenemian, Forest Gate, Essex High Court Pet 
Feb5 O:d March 14 


Davizs, Jenkin, 
Coal Merchan’ 


Pet 


, or Llantrisant, Glam, 





| in Chancery -_ Bankrupt 


Henversoy, Henry, Allfarthing \~ Wandsworth High 
Court Pet Jan 94 Ord March 1 

Hiit, Harry, Hutton le Hole, nr utemeehiie Yorks, 
Grocer Northallerton Pet March 18. Ord March 18 


Jerrrais. Joun, Bournemouth, Plumber Poole Pet March 
19 Ord March 19 

Joxes, Witttam, Deganwy, Carnarvon, Joiner 
Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

McNavent, Wiitiam, Ambleside, Westmorland, Tailor's 
Assistant Kendal Pet March19 Ord March 19 

Mavssrietp, Taomas Cornetivs, Church Gresley. Derby. 
Plumber Burton on Trent Pet March 19 Ord 


March 19 
Masoys, Samvev. Royal parate, Muswell Hill, Provision 
Dealer High Court Pet March 20 Ord March 20 
Maxwatt, Wittiam, 8+ Helen’s, Lancs, Engineer Liverpool 
Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Mites, Epwarp. Neath, Glam, Butcher Aberavon Pet 
March 19 Ord March 19 

Moreas, Witttam Ricuarp, Pensarn, nr_ Talybont, 
Cardigan, Farmer Aberystwyth Pet Feb 25 Ord 
March 18 

Nicnotson, Freprerck Baumaaart, Victoria st High Court 
Pet Jan 15 Ord March 18 

Owen, Watrer Camnett, Gt 8t Helen's, Wine Merchant 
High Court Pet Jan 31 Ord March 18 

Peaxer, Ernest Decent, Kingston uvon Hull, Fancy 
Goods Dealer Kingston upon Hull Pet March 20 
Ord March 20 

Paice, Wituram Farpericx, and Lirwettyy Paice, 
Aberdare, Glam, Contractors Aberdare Pet Feb 28 
Ord March 19 


Reap, Jonny, Yeovil, Coachbuilder Yeovil Pet March 18 
Ord March 18 

Sanpers, Jonxn, Weymouth, 
Pet Feb 23 Ord March 20 


Bangor 


Coal Merchant Dorchester 


Sanpers, Lavinta Evizaneta. Weymouth, Lodging Hous? | 


Keeper Dorchester Pet March 2 Ord March 20 

Surrwoop, Witttam Henry, Huddersfield, Paper Hanging 
Merchant Huddersfield Pet Feb 21 Ord March 18 

Siotry. Georcr Arcarpacp, Oldham, Lanes, Hairdresser 
Oldham Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Suita, ALBert, 
18 Ord March 18 

Sirs, Jon~n Witriam, Stockton on Tees, 
Stockton on Tees Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Srernenson, Henry. York, Printer’s Labourer York Pet 
March 19 Ord March 19 

Swine ier, Wittram Howarp, Lelcester, Tailor Leicester 
Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Tayior, Beatrice Myra, Lozells, 
Birmingham Pet March13 Ord March 18 

Tuompsox, Josep, Wallsend, Northumberland, Builder 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet March6 Ord March 16 

Tirrertox, Artaur, Derby, Wood Turner Derby Pet 
March 20 Ord March 20 

Warr, Frepericx, Pigott st, Limehouse, Provision 
Merchant High Court Pet March 18 Ord March 18 

Wetcn, Janez, Hanslope, Bucks, Farmer Northampton 
Pet March 18 Ord March 18 


Builder Leominster Pet March19 Ord March 19 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 15: 


Waatiry, Farp, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Joiner Ashton 
under Lyne Pet March 13 Ord March 13 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring 
the Soxicirors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPORTER with regularity it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher, at 
27, Chancery-lane. 


BE PAID 
JOURNAL AND 


Annual Subscription, WHICH MUST 
IN ADVANCE: SOLICITORS’ 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 
Foreign, 30s. 4d. 


26s. ; by post, 28s. ; 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28.9 


law calf, 58. 6d. 


; half 





oxen GUARANTEE and ACCIDENT 
COMPANY (LIMITED). 

The Company’s Bonds Accepted by the High Court as 
SECURITY for RECEIVERS, LIQUIDATORS and AD- 
a for COSTS in Actions where security 
is ordered to oy by the Board of Trade for 
OFFICIALS under Bankruptcy Act, and by the Scotch 
Courts, &c., &. 

Guarantees given in the Inland Revenue, Excise, and all 
other GOVERNMENT Departments. : 

Special facilities to — delay in completion of security 


'y Cases. 
MPLO ES? LIABILITY. 
The comedian of Employers under the Workmen's 


Ord | Compensation Act, 1897, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 


and at Common Law insured against. 
Applications for Lamy invited. 
y L. ANDERSON, 


R. STRONG, F.ILA., 
61, Stenrante-dieeicl London, E.C. 


Joint 
Secretaries. 








Swindon, Plumber Swindon Pet March 


Crane Driver | 
? , | Shaftesbury-avenue, W.C. (near Oxford-street) ; Shop, 222, 
| Shaftesbury-avenue, £120 per annum.— Apply, Hovusr- 


‘0 9; llama property preferred ; half-year’ 8 commission required, — 


'N 


| further this class of business, and will theretore be glad to 


| FXO SOLICITORS. 





LAW ASSOCIATION, 


For the Benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in the 
Metropolis and Vicinity. 
InstTrTUTED 1817. 
Supported by Life and Annual Subscriptions and by 
Donations. 

This Association consists of Solicitors residing and prac- 
tising in the Metropolis or within the Bills of Mortality, am 
its objects are (amongst others) 

To grant relief to the Widow and Children of any 
deceased Member, or if none, then to other relatives 
dependent on him for support. 

The relief afforded last year amounted to £1,270. 

A subscription of One Guinea per annum ‘constitutes a 
Member, and a payment of Ten Guineas membership for 
life. 

Application to be made to the Sroretary, E. Evelyn 
Barron, 3, Gray’s-inn-place, Gray’s-inn, London, W.C. 


{7 XPERIENCED COSTS CLERK and 

1 Accountant Draws and Settles Bills on Commission, 

from the papers and scanty materials; also Writes Up 

Books and Prepares Partnership, Trust, aad other 

Accounts.—-Bitt CiarKx, Box No. 116, “ Solicitors’ Journai 
and Weekly Reporter ” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
4 eoquent 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— a2 


Abstracts Copied ove 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts . vee 3 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand . ove 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted was ooo 0 per sheet. 
Full Copies 2 per folio. 
PAPER. wFeckenp, 1d. “per ‘she ; Draft, $d. 
Parchment, 1s. 64. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival street, Holborn, E.C. 








8. 
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[0 SOLICITORS.—Large Light OFFICES 


TO LET, in good house, first or second floor. 
HovsexeeErsr, 3, Bloomsbury-street, W.C. 


(Prices in LARGE or SMALL SUITES. 
—39, 47, 56, and 58, Victoria-street, 8.W.; 22a, 


Apply, 





KREPER, on the premises, 


{‘REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS Wanted, 
to fit sums of £500, £1,200, and £2,000; quarterly 





Sieg, Son, & Cagpey, Auctioneers, 31, Hatton-garden, E.C. 


ORTGAGE INVESTMENTS.— 
Messrs. MAY & ROWDEN have decided to —_. 





see both Borrowers and Lenders; only good-class securities 
dealt with; no flats or weekly property. — Offices, 27, 


| Maddox-street, W. 
Wixiys, Freperick Tom. Knighton, Radnor, Carriage | 





—FROM £50 to £6,000. — Would 
MONEY any responsible Gentleman, in Town or 
Country, be willing to pay a fair rate of 

interest for an IMMEDIATE ADVANCE OF CASH 


| upon theirown PROMISSORY NOTE, without Security, 
| Publicity, or fees, and strictly private. 


Call or write to the Actual Lenders, 
J. WESTON & CO., 
PRIVATE BANKERS, 
30 & 31, DUKE STREET, PICCADILLY, 
LONDO 





Wanted to Borrow 

about £23,000 on Frezholds, first mortgages; also 
£1,000 on second charge (110) houses; ample security.— 
Srayizy Suita & Co., Land Agents, 76, Queen-street, 
Cheapside. 


LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply to 


J. HARCOURT SMITH, 
The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCOUNTANT 


Gi & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
SHortnanp CiERKk Offered Articles and Salary by City 


Solicitor. 
N ADAME TUSSAUD'’S EXHIBITION.— 
ROME. 


REALISTIC TABLEAU, The BURNING of 
. Mr. Beerbohm Tree in the character of Nero. 
Lifelike Portrait Model of the late Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 
Open 9 till 10. 
M ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S 
1 MYSTERIES, 8t. George’s Hall.—Daily at 3 and 8. 
Great success of THE MAGICIAN’S HEART, by E. 
Nesbit (evenings only). £1,000 GHOST. MENTAL 
MAGNETISM. Mr. J. N. MASKELYNE and Mr. 
DKVANT at both performances. Seats 1s. to 5s.; children 
half-price. ’Phone, 1545 Mayfair. 


OOLOGICAL GARDENS— 

OPEN DAILY from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 
on Sundays, Fellowe and Fellows’ Orders only. Mondays, 
6d.; other days, 1s. Chi . The Prince of Wales’s 
Collection is now on view. The Band of the 2nd Life 
Guards will perform from 4 to 6 o'clock every Saturday 
until further notice, 
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